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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

This form and the descriptive information in the application package constitute the contents of Initial Study
pursuant to County Guidelines under Ordinance 3040 and Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

PROJECT LABEL:
APN: 0292-051-21 i
APPLICANT: Newcastle Partners USGS Quad: Redlands
COMMUNITY: Redlands/3 Supervisorial District T. R, Sectlon: T1S R3W -— LAY

LOCATION: North side of W. San Bemardino Avenus
between Alabama St, and Nevada St.

STAFF: Aron Liang OLUD: EV/SD (Speclal Development)
REP('S): Karina Fidler, Kimley-Hom Planning Area: East Vallsy Area Plan
PROPOSAL: Condltional Use Pemilt for the construction Overlays: Burrowing Owl Overlay Zone

of a 190,086-square foot building with
10,000 square feet of office area to be used
as a warehouse distribution center on 8.45
net acres.

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION:

Lead Agency: San Bemardino County
Land Use Services Department — Current Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 924150182

Contact Person: Aron Liang, Senior Planner
Phone No: (909) 3870235 Fax No. (909)387-3249
E-mall: Aron.Llang@lus.sbcounty.gov

Project Sponsor: Newcastle Partners
4740 Green Rlver Road
Suite 118
Corona, CA 92880

Consultant: Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc.
401 B Street, Sulte 600
San Diego, CA 92101

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project would allow for the construction and operation of a 190,086-square-foot (sf)
warehouse distribution center inclusive of 10,000 sf of office/administrative uses. Table 1 provides a
statistical summary for the proposed project. The approximately 8.45-net-acre site (Assessor Parcel
Number [APN] 0292-151-21) is located approximately 620 feet west of the intersection of San Bernardino
Avenue and Alabama Street in unincorporated San Bernardino County. The project site is within the East
Valley Area Plan, which is surrounded by the City of Redlands. The project site is approximately 0.75-
mile north of Interstate 10 (I-10), and approximately 0.6-mile west of State Route (SR) 210. The site is
generally bound to the north by a commercial warehouse; to the south by a Southern California Edison
Company (SCE) transmission line utility easement and San Bernardino Avenue; to the east by a
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commercial warehouse that was formerly a citrus grove; and to the west by a commercial warehouse
building. Driveways providing access to the site would traverse the SCE transmission line easement.

The warehouse distribution center is currently planned as a “spec building.” Therefore, the future tenant
of the building is not currently known. Without knowing the future tenant, an exact number of future
employees or hours of operation cannot be determined. Therefore, this Initial Study and associated
technical reports use approximate potential on-site employees, hours of operation, and vehicular traffic
generation based on the project’s proposed square footage and use as a warehouse distribution center.
In an abundance of caution, this Initial Study and the associated technical reports have assumed uses
and intensities which are greater than what might be expected at buildout and operation, resulting in a
possible overestimation of impacts.

Table 1: Project Summary

| Project Element Quantity
| Site area l 8.45 ac
Bullding Area
| Warehouse 180,086 sf
| Office 10,000 sf
Total Bullding Area _ 190,086 sf
Building Coverage 51.6%
Bullding Height: Maximum Permiited 50 fi. _
- 4051t
Building Helght: Proposed mexirum |
Passenger Vehicle Parking: Required (stalls)
Warehouse: 1% 40,000 sf @ 1:1,000 sf | 40 stalls
Warsehouse: abova 40,000 sf @ 1:4,000 sf ' 36 stalls
_ Office: 1:250 sf { 40 stalls
~ Total Required Parking | 116 stalls
Passenger Vehicle Parking: Provided (stalls) )
Standard 117 stalls
| Traller Parking: Provided (stalls)
| Trailer 48 stalls
Landscape (sf) 6(?"‘542::;
"ac: acre; sf: square feet; ft fest I
| Source: HPA Architecture, 2016,

As shown on Figure 3: Site Plan, the warehouse distribution center would be approximately 563 feet long
(east-to-west) and 314 fest wide (north-to-south). The proposed project would include 20 dock doors with
vertical-lift dock-high roll up doors on the north side of the building. Truck maneuvering and staging would
be located along the north side of the warehouse distribution center to allow access for the loading and
unloading of products from trucks/trailers. The warehouse doors and staging areas would be accessible
to trucks through the ingress/egress drive aisles with access to the rear docks past two along both the
east and west sides of the building. The facility would be a concrete tilt-up structure.

ite Access

Vehicular access would be provided at two locations; the west driveway would be located near the
southwest corner of the site and the east driveway would be located near the southeast corner of the site.
All points of ingress/egress would be unsignalized. Both driveways would traverse a SCE utility easement.
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= West Driveway: Right-infright-out access only. The intersection of the West Driveway at San
Bernardino Avenue would be improved to provide a curb radius of 60 feet (proposed at 25 feet)
on the northeast corner to accommodate the tuming radius of a 53-foot trailer truck.

= East Driveway: Full access. The East Driveway would provide a 60-foot curb radius on the
northeast corner (proposed at 25 feet) to accommodate the turning radius of a 53-foot trailer truck.

Parking

All passenger vehicle and truck/trailer parking would be provided on site. The proposed project would
provide 117 passenger vehicle parking stalls for employees and visitors, inclusive of handicapped parking
stalls, which exceeds County parking requirements by 1 stall. Passenger vehicle parking would be located
primarily on the east and west sides of the warehouse distribution center with additional parking on the
southeast corner of the project site and limited parking on the north side of the warehouse. The project
would provide 50 truckArailer parking stalls on the north side of the warehouse.

Landscaping, Fencing, and Lighting

Of the approximately 8.45-acre site, approximately 1.4 acres (or 62,434 sf, approximately 15.2 percent)
of the site would be landscaped with drought-tolerant plant materials. The County of San Bernardino
requires a minimum 15 percent landscape coverage. Trees, shrubs, and ground cover would be provided
along the eastern, western and southern bullding frontages and additional landscaping would be provided
along the passenger vehicle parking areas on the eastern and western site perimeter. All truck and staging
areas would be screened with 8-foot-high wrought iron fencing.

Site lighting would be used to provide adequate lighting for circulation, safety, and security. Outdoor
lighting for the parking areas would be provided consistent with the requirements of the County.

Hours of Operations

The tenant(s) of the warehouse distribution center have not been identified, so the precise nature of the
facility operation cannot be determined at this time. With respect to operations, the analysis presented in
this Initial Study assumes that warehouse distribution center could operate seven days per week, 24 hours
per day. :

Infrastructure and Off-gite Improvements

The proposed project would connect to existing water mains in San Bemardino Avenue. The project would
use a drainage collection system that would collect the storm water runoff in an underground infiltration basin,
The infiltration basin has been designed and sized to accept storm water flows generated by improvements
on the project site. Any additional flows from the site would be conveyed to the existing off-site municipal
storm drain. The proposed project would connect to existing City of Redlands Municipal Utilities Department
sewer facilities in San Bemnardino Avenus.

Construction Schedule

For purposes of this environmental analysis, construction is assumed to commence in June 2018 with a
construction duration of approximately 13 months. Total grading for the project is estimated to require 5,000
cubic yards (cy) of cut and 32,000 cy of fill, with a net difference of 27,000 cy of fill.

Project rovals

The County of San Bemardino is the Lead Agency under CEQA and is responsible for reviewing and
approving this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. As part of the proposed project's implementation,
the County would also consider the following discretionary approval:

» Conditional Use Permit
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In addition to the approval identified above, the project is subject to other ministerial actions by the County
as part of project implementation. Subsequent activities would be examined in light of the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration to determine whether additional CEQA review would be required
pursuant to the requirements of Section 21166 of the CEQA Statutes (i.e., Public Resources Code [PRC]
§ 21166) and Sections 15162 and 15168 of the State CEQA Guidelines (i.e., 14 CCR) for subsequent
approvals, including but not limited to the following:

v Grading Permits
» Building Permits
»  Utility Connections

ENVIRONMENTAL/EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS:

The project site is an approximately 8.45-net-acre parcel located approximately 620 feet west of the
intersection of San Bernardino Avenue and Alabama Street in unincorporated San Bernardino County. The
project site is located approximately 0.75-mile north I-10 and approximately 0.6-mile west of the SR-210.
Figure 1: Regional Locatlon and Figure 2: Project Vicinity, depict the project site in a regional and local
context, respectively.

The project site is nearly flat and is located at an elevation of approximately 1,224 feet above mean sea level
{msl). The surrounding area exhibits a downward slope to the west. Historically, the site was a citrus grove,
as depicted in aerial photography dating from 1938 and site photography through November 15, 2016. Site
photos from January 2, 2017, within the Biotics Resources Report which is included as Appendix C, show
the site to be recently disturbed and the citrus grove no longer present. Topographic maps and aerial
photographs dating to 1938 show only agricultural uses on the site. In addition, the SCE utility easement
area directly south of the site is composed of disturbed land and ornamental vegetation including a row of
Mexican fan palms. Disturbed areas throughout the site are either unvegetated or dominated by non-native,
ruderal (weedy) species.

The project site (APN 0292-051-21) is generally bound to the north by a commercial warehouse; to the south
by the SCE utility easement and San Bernardino Avenue; to the east by a vacant parcel that was formerly a
citrus grove; and to the west by a commercial warehouse building. Land uses adjacent to the site include a
vacant lot to the east of the site and vacant lots, a church, school and sports fields to the south of San
Bemardino Avenue. The adjacent properties to the to the north and west contaln industrial facilities.

Area Existing Land Use Land Use District
Project Shte Recently disturbed former cltrus grove EV/SD (East Valley/Speclal Development)
North | Commercial warehouse _IEVISD {East Valley/Spacial Davelopment)
| Southem Califomia Edison easement; Santa
South Barbara Avenue; church and school with EV/SD (East Valley/Speclal Development)
adjolning sports fields; partially vacant
East Disturbed vacant land EV/SD (East Valley/Spaclal Development}) |
West Commercial warehouss | EV/SD {East Valley/Speclal Development) |

Other public agencies whose approval is expected (e.g., permits or participation agreement):
Federal: N/A
State: Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) - Santa Ana Region

County of San Bernardino: Land Use Services — Code Enforcement; Building and Safety, Land
Development; Public Health — Environmental Health Services; Environmental Management Division, NPDES
Section; Public Works;City of Redlands Fire Department; City of Redlands Police Department.
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Special Districts, Other: San Bernardino International Airport Authority (Avigation Easement) City of
Redlands (water connection); City of Redlands (sanitation, sewer connection); South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) (permit to construct).
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Figure 1: Regional Map
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Figure 2: Project Vicinity
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Figure 3: Site Plan
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EVALUATION FORMAT

This Initial Study is prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant
to PRC Section 21000, et seq. and the State CEQA Guidelines {California Code of Regulations Section
15000, et seq.). Specifically, the preparation of an Initial Study is guided by Section 15083 of the State CEQA
Guidelines. The project is evaluated based upon itg effect on 17 major categories of environmental factors.
Each factor in the Initial Study Checklist is reviewed by responding to a series of questions regarding the
impact of the project on each element of the overall factor. The effect of the project is categorized into one
of the following four categories of possible determinations:

= Potentially Significant

= Less than Significant with Mitigation
= Less than Significant

= No Impact

Substantiation is then provided to justify each determination. One of the four following conclusions is then
provided as a summary of the analysis for each of the major environmental factors.

1. No Impact: No impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

2. Less than Significant Impact: No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no
mitigation measures are required.

3. Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Possible significant adverse impacts have
been identified or anticipated and the following mitigation measures are required as a condition of project
approval to reduce these impacts to a level below significant.

4. Potentially Significant Impact: Significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated. An
Environmental Impact Report {EIR) is required to evaluate these impacts.

At the end of the analysis the required mitigation measures are restated and categorized as being either
self- monitoring or as requiring a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

OO0OO0n

Aesthetics [0 Agriculture & Forestry Resources [] Air Quality

Biological Resources [0 Cultural Resources [] Geology/Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ ] Hazards & Hazardous Materials [0 Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use/ Planning [0 Mineral Resources ] Noise

Population/Housing J Public Services [0 Recreation

Transportation/Traffic ] Utilities / Service Systems [0 Mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation, the following finding is made

O

X

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required.

The proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earller analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avolded or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the
proposed proje ,pothing further is required.

%m_(zé{'— X1l

Slgnaiurd.} Oa7E Prusch, Supevieing Planner Dite

Ignature (prepprel by Aron L... 1;.>nior Planner '
/ M//mm - 3/34/9?0)3
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Less than
Potentially Significant with
Significant Miigation Laas than No
Impact Incoporsted  Significant impact

| a)

b)

d)

AESTHETICS - Would the project

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] ] ] X

Substantially damage scenic resources, including butnot [ ™ O X
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or [} H X n
quality of the site and its surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which O [l X ]
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

SUBSTANTIATION (Check [] if project is located within the viewshed of any Scenic Route listed
in the General Plan):

I-a)

I-b)

No Impact. The proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista. The
proposed project would not result in scenic view obstructions because of the predominately developed
nature of the surrounding area. According to the County of San Bernardino 2007 General Plan
(General Plan), the project site is not located within or adjacent to a County-designated Scenic
Corridor. Because there are no scenic vistas in the vicinity of the project site, the proposed project
would have no impacts in this regard.

No Impact. There are no officially-designated County or State scenic highways proximate to the
project site. Per the General Plan, a portion of San Bemardino Avenue located within the City of
Redlands Sphere of Influence (SOt} is designated a County scenic route. However, this portion of San
Bernardino Avenue is approximately 4 miles east of the proposed project. A portion of SR-210, located
approximately 0.5 mile east of the project site, is eligible for designation as a State scenic highway'.
If this portion of SR-210 were to be designated in the future as a State scenic highway, the project
would not result in a future adverse impact as it does not traverse SR-210 and it is not directly adjacent
to SR-210, therefore it would not damage scenic resources within the highway. Although the project
site is proximate to an eligible State scenic highway, it is not officially designated. Thus, the proposed
project would not substantially damage any related scenic resources and would not substantially alter
any related trees, outcroppings, or historic buildings in a State scenic highway. No impact would occur.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would change the character of the project site
from a vacant property (former citrus orchard) to a developed site with a warehouse distribution center.
Construction of the proposed project may create temporary aesthetic nuisances associated with
construction activities. Exposed surfaces, construction debris, equipment, and trucks may be visible.
This visual impact associated with the construction of the project would be characteristic development
activities found at a typical small construction site. These activities would cease upon project
completion and would not result in a substantial degradation to the site or surrounding area. Therefore,
short-term visual changes associated with construction activities are considered less than significant.

1 California Scenic Highway Mapping System,
http:/iwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/scenic_hwy.htm, accessed February 15, 2017.
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I-d)

The surrounding area is mostly urbanized and contains commercial and institutional land uses. Vacant
parcels with land use designations that would permit commercial and industrial development are
intermixed with these existing land uses. The proposed project would not substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings because the project would be similar
in scale and character to the existing development pattern; the development would be compatible with
existing and planned land uses in the area because it would construct a distribution warehouse center
in an area with existing and planned industrial and commercial uses. The project would incorporate
landscaping and all truck and staging areas would be screened with 8-foot-high wrought iron fencing.
Drought-tolerant landscape materials would provide additional screening, as well as enhance the
appearance of the site.

Less Than Significant Impact. The primary source of light associated with the proposed project
would be from exterior sources (e.g., parking lot lighting, building accent lighting, security lighting, and
landscape accent lighting). Depending upon the location of the light sources and proximity to adjacent
light sensitive uses, lighting can be a nuisance, affecting adjacent areas and diminishing the view of
the clear night sky. Light spiflage is typically defined as unwanted illumination from light fixtures on
adjacent properties. Perceived glare is the unwanted and potentially objectionable results from looking
directly into a light source of a luminary.

The area surrounding the project site is predominately urbanized. The project would introduce
nighttime lighting onto the property. However, there are various sources of nighttime lighting in the
area associated with existing warehouse/manufacturing, and institutional uses, as well as street
lighting and lighting associated with San Bernardino Avenue. The lighting for the warehouse
distribution center would be designed in accordance with the County's Development Code which
requires that outdoor lighting for commercial or industrial land uses be fully shielded to preclude light
pollution or light trespass on adjacent uses. Perimeter lighting for the proposed project would generally
be directed inward towards the site and away from neighboring uses. The project would not use
building materials (i.e., reflective glass) or lighting that would cause glare. Therefore, the introduction
of new light sources to the project site and glare impacts would be less than significant.

No significant adverse impacts are identifled or anticipated and no mitigation measures are
required. The project would be conditioned to comply with all applicable County of San
Bernardino regulations and conditions of approval.
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Less than
Potentially Significant with
Significant Mitigaticn Less than ]
Impa= Incorporetad Significant et

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and
Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use
in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would
the project;

d)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland 1 O < O
of Statewide Importance {(Famland), as shown on the

maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and

Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,

to non-agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a O O O X
Williamson Act contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, m O ] X
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section

12220(g)), timberland {(as defined by Public Resources

Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland

Production (as defined by Government Code section

51104 (g))?

Result in loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to O H ] X
non-forest use?

Invoive other changes in the existing environment which, O | X O
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion

of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest

land to non-forest use?

SUBSTANTIATION {Check [X] if project is located in the Important Farmlands Overlay):

Il-a)

A Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Analysis for the Redlands Commerce Center Development
was prepared for the proposed project by Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (Kimley-Horn) (February
2017) and is included as Appendix A.

Less Than Slgnificant Impact. According to the Department of Conservation California Important
Farmland Finder (CIFF), the project site is designated as “Prime Farmland* 2. Prime Farmland is
defined as “land which has the best combination of physical and chemical characteristics for the
production of crops. It has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed to produce
sustained high yields of crops when treated and managed, including water management, according

California Department of Conservation, California Important Farmland Finder,
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.himl, accessed February 25, 2017.




APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 14 of 78
Redlands Commerce Center

P201700142

March 2018

Ii-b)

l-¢)

to current farming methods. Prime Farmland must have been used for the production of irrigated crops
at some time during the two update cycles prior to the mapping date. It does not include publicly
owned lands for which there is an adopted policy preventing agricultural use.”

Given this Prime Farmland is being converted to a non-agricultural use, a Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment (LESA) was performed to determine the project's significance with respect to agricultural
resources under the CEQA. LESA is a term used to define an approach for rating the relative quality
of land resources based upon specific measurable features. The formulation of a California
Agricultural LESA Model is the result of Senate Bill 860 (Chapter 812 /1983), which directed the State
of California Resources Agency, in consultation with the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research,
with developing an amendment to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines concerning agricultural lands.
Such an amendment is intended “{o provide lead agencies with an optional methodology to ensure
that significant effects on the environment of agricultural land conversions are quantitatively and
consistently considered in the environmental review process” (PRC § 21095).

The California Agricultural LESA Model includes six factors. Two Land Evaluation {(LE) factors are
based upon measures of soll resource quality. Four Site Assessment (SA) factors are dependent on
the project’'s size, water resource availability, surrounding agricultural lands, and surrounding
protected resource lands. Each of these factors is separately rated on a 100-point scale. The factors
are then weighted relative to one another and combined, resulting in a single numeric score for a
given project, with a maximum attainable score of 100 points. This score becomes the basis for a
determination of a project's potential significance. This score is compared to established scoring
thresholds. The LESA Manual provides detailed instructions on how to utilize the California LESA
Model, and includes worksheets for applying the Model to specific projects.

The LESA prepared for the proposed project identifies a total score of 59.50 out of 100 for the project
site. A project is only considered to have a significant impact if each of the LESA subscores (LE and
SA) are greater than or equal to a value of 20. The proposed project’s subscores are 45.25 (LE) and
14.25 (SA), respectively, meaning that the proposed project is not considered to have a significant
impact related to the conversion of agricultural lands. The proposed project would therefore have a
less than significant impact to designated farmland.

No Impact. A Williamson Act contract between local governments and private land owners restricts
specified parcels of land to agricultural or related open space use in retum for a lower property tax
assessment. The project site is zoned EV/SD (East Valley Special District) and is not under a Williamson
Actland conservation contract. Development of the proposed project would not conflict with either existing
zoning for agricultural uses or with lands under a Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, no impacts would
oceur.

No Impact. The project site was a former citrus grove that was recently removed; thus, the entire
project site is composed of disturbed habitat. The surrounding area is predominately urbanized. The
surrounding area is predominately urbanized. The site is generally bound to the north by a commercial
warshouse; to the south by a transmission line easement and San Bermnardino Avenue; to the east by
a vacant lot that was formerly a citrus grove; and to the west by a commercial warehouse building.
There are no forest or timberland areas proximate to the project. The project site is zoned
EV/SD (East Valley Special District). The surrounding parcels are also zoned EV/SD or fall within another
commercial and industrial district. None of the surrounding County land is zoned to allow agriculture. The
project contains one small area of omamental vegetation in the southern portion. This area contains the
non-native Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia robusta). These trees are not characterized as a timberland
or forestry resource. Project implementation would not result in the rezoning of forest land, timberland, or
timberland zoned Timberland Production. No impacts would occur.
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ll-d) No Impact. No forest land occurs within or adjacent to the project site. The proposed project site is

zoned for industrial uses. No loss or conversion of forest land to non-forest use would occur.
Therefore, no impact would oceur.

ll-e) Less Than Significant Impact. As previously noted, the project site does not contain any forest land
or land currently used for agricultural production. However, the project site is designated as “Prime
Farmland” (the Department of Conservation CIFF). A LESA was performed in February 2017 to
determine the project's significance with respect to conversion of agricultural land to a
non-agricultural use. The LESA determined that there would be no significant impact to agricultural
lands with implementation of the project.

No signlificant adverse impacts are Identifled and no mitigation measures are required.
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. AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance
criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be
relied upon to make the following determinations. Would
the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the O O X |
applicable air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute | O X O
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?
¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of O O X ]
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient
air quality standard (including releasing emissions,
which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant O O X O
concentrations?
o) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial O ] X ]
number of people?
SUBSTANTIATION:
An Air Quality Impact Analysis and a Mobile Source Diesel Health Risk Assessment were prepared
for the proposed project by Urban Crossroads, Inc., (February 2017) and are included as Appendix
B.
lll-a) Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located in the South Coast Air Basin (Air Basin)

which includes parts of San Bernardino, Los Angeles, and Riverside counties and all of Orange
County. The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is principally responsible for
air pollution control within the Air Basin. On December 7, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board
approved the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan (2012 AQMP), which outlines its strategies for
meeting the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for particular matter less than 2.5
microns in diameter (PMzs) and ozone (Oa). The 2072 AQMP was forwarded to the California Air
Resources Board (CARB) for inclusion into the California State Implementation Plan. The 1-hour
ozone attainment demonstration and vehicle miles traveled emissions offset demonstration was
submitted through CARB to the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA).

According to the 2012 AQMP, two main criteria must be addressed to determine consistency with the
AQMP:
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lll-b)

Criterion 1: Whether a project will result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air
quality violations or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emission reductions specified in the AQMP.

The proposed project would result in emissions that would be below the SCAQMD thresholds during
both construction and operational phases. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an
increase in the frequency or severlty of existing air quality violations. As such, the proposed project
would not have the potential to cause or affect a violation of the ambient air quality standards nor
would it delay the timely attainment of air quality standards or 2012 AQMP emissions reductions.

Criterion 2: Whether a project will exceed the assumptlons in the AQMP based on the year of project
buildout and phase.

As discussed in the Land Use section of this Initial Study, the project s consistent with the General
Plan and zoning designations for the project site. The population, housing, and employment
forecasts, which are adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments’ (SCAG's)
Regional Council, are incorporated into the 2072 AQMP. Therefore, it can be concluded that the
proposed project would be consistent with the projections. The Air Quality Impact Analysis
concludes that the proposed project would result in less than significant air quality impacts.

The proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 2072 AQMP. The
project's long-term influence would also be consistent with the SCAQMD and SCAG’s goals and
policies, and is therefore considered consistent with the 2072 AQMP. Therefore, the project’s potential
impact to the air quality plan is less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction and operational emissions were estimated using the
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.1 and compared to thresholds set
by SCAQMD to evaluate potential significance for each pollutant.

Construction Emissions

Construction is expected to last approximately 13 months and was assumed in the Air Quality Analysis
to commence in June 2018. The proposed project analysis includes construction activities associated
with site preparation, grading, building construction, paving, architectural coating, and construction
workers commuting. The construction equipment needed for each phase of construction was
estimated based on CalEEMod defaults. The duration of construction activity and associated
equipment both represent a reasonable approximation of the expected construction activities and
durations.

Dust is typically a major concem during rough grading activities. Grading at the site is expected to
require approximately 5,000 cy of cut and 32,000 cy of fill, with 27,000 cubic yards (cy) of soil import.
The CalEEMod model was utilized to calculate fugitive dust emissions resulting from this phase of
construction.

The SCAQMD Rules that are cumrently applicable during construction activity for this project include but
are not limited to: Rule 1113 (Architectural Coatings); Rule 431.2 (Low Sulfur Fuel); Rule 403 (Fugitive
Dust); and Rule 1186 / 1186.1 (Street Sweepers). As such credits for Rule 1113 and Rule 403 have been
taken.

Table 2 summarizes the maximum daily peak construction emissions associated with the project
without mitigation. The maximum daily emissions for the proposed project would be below the
SCAQMD maximum daily threshold significance criteria for each pollutant.
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Table 2: Estimated Maximum Dally Peak Construction Emissions
Total Construction Emissions (pounds per day)
Year | voc NO, co 80x PMao PMzs
| 2017 5.00 52.37 31.89 007 | 10413 6.58
| 2018 §7.34 33.81 29.68 0.07 | 3.92 2.118
| Maximum Dally Emissions 5.09 52,37 31.89 0.07 10.13 8.58
| SCAQMD Significance Criterla 75 100 5650 180 | 160 55
| Threshold Excesaded? No No No No No No

VOC: Volatile Organic Compounds; NOx: nifrogen oxdes; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx: sulfur oxides; PM,Q: particulate matter 10 microns
or less In diameter; PM.5: particulate matter 2.6 microns or less in diameter.
Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

Construction emissions associated with off-site utility and infrastructure improvements may occur;
however, a specific schedule of these improvements is unknown. Air quality impacts associated with
these activities are not expected to exceed the emissions identified for project-related construction
activities because the work would be done on existing paved areas, limiting dust, and the amount of
equipment needed would be less than what is anticipated for on-site project-related construction. As
such, the findings of the analysis for project-related construction activities is assumed to also cover off-
site utility and infrastructure improvements.

Lona-Term Operational Emissions

Long-term air quality impacts would be associated with mobile source emissions generated from
project traffic and stationary source emissions. The primary operational impacts associated with the
project would be from vehicles. Minor impacts would be associated with area sources such as energy
use, including combustion of natural gas, which is included in the calculations, and landscaping.
Project-generated vehicle emissions have been estimated using CalEEMod. Trip generation rates
associated with the proposed project were based on traffic data within the Traffic Impact Study (Urban
Crossroads, 2017). Table 3 presents a summary of the maximum daily operational emissions
estimated for the project. As shown in the table, the emissions of all pollutants would be below the
SCAQMD's significant thresholds and impacts would be less than significant.

Table 3: Summary of Maximum Daily Operational Emissions

Emission Source | voc | Nox | co | sox | PMI0 | PM25
Operational Emissions {pounds per day) - Summer Scenario

Area Source 4.17 6.70E-04 0.07 0.00 2.60E-04 2 .60E-04
Energy Source 1.00E-02 0.10 0.08 8.00E-04 7.60E-03 7.60E-03
Moblle (Trucks) 1.69 50.70 11.88 0.16 5.41 1.82
Moblle (Passenger Cars) 1.08 1.54 21.51 0.06 6.86 1.84
Total Maximum Dally Emissions 698 52.34 _ 33.58 _ 0.16 12,28 ' 1.84
SCAQMD Ragional Thrashold 55 55 550 150 150 | 55
Significant? No Yos No No No No

Emisslon Source voC© NOx cOo SO0x PM10 PM2.5

T Operational Emissions (pounds per day) - Winter Scenarlo

Area Source 417 6.70E-04 0.07 0.00 2.60E-04 2.60E-04
Energy Source 1.00E-02 0.10 0.08 | 6.00E-04 7.60E-03 7.60E-03
Moblle (Trucks} 1.72 52.11 12.32 0.16 5.41 1.82
Moblle (Pessenger Cars) 0.80 1.61 17.38 | 0.08 6.86 1.84
Total Maximum Dally Emissions 6.80 53.82 20.85 0.22 12.28 3.67
SCAQMD Reglonal Threshold 55 55 550 | 150 150 &5
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lli-c)

lll-d)

Significant? | No | No | No | No | No |  No |

TOC: Volatile Crganic Compounds; NOx: rﬁtrogen md&les; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx;: sulfur oxides; PM,o: particulate matter 10 microns
or less in diameter; PM.s: particulate matter 2.5 microns or less In dlameter.
Source: Urban Crossroads, Inc., 2017.

Less Than Significant Impact. Adherence to the SCAQMD rules and regulations would alleviate
potential impacts related to cumulative conditions on a project-by-project basis. Pursuant to Federal
Clean Air Act mandates, the SCAQMD developed strategies to reduce criteria pollutant emissions as
outlined in the 2072 AQMP. As such, the proposed project would comply with applicable SCAQMD
Rules and the adopted 2012 AQMP emissions conirol measures. Per SCAQMD rules and mandates,
as well as the CEQA requirement that significant impacts be mitigated to the extent feasible, these
same requirements would be imposed on projects throughout the Air Basin. Compliance with
SCAQMD rules and regulations would reduce the proposed project's construction-related impacts to
a less than significant level. Cumulative construction impacts associated with implementation of the
proposed project would be less than significant.

As previously discussed, the proposed project would not result in long-term air quality impacts
because emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD-adopted operational thresholds.

The Mobile Source Diesel Health Risk Assessment found that project-source Toxic Air Contaminant
(TAC)s would incrementally increase the background cancer risk by a maximum of 0.24 incidents per
million population. The applicable SCAQMD significance threshold for Project-level TAC-source
cancer risk impacts is 10 incidents per million population. Stmilarly, SCAQMD significance thresholds
state that project contributions to cumulative TAC-source cancer risks would be cumulatively
considerable If greater than 10 Incidents per million population would occur. The 0.24 incidents per
million population increment resulting from the project is therefore not significant, nor cumulatively
considerable. Although there will be ambient growth in the project vicinity, any increase in emissions
and consequently cancer risk from ambient growth would be offset by the expected decrease In future
risk estimates due to the natural turnover of older fleets and equipment being replaced by more
efficient, less polluting engines and regulatory actions being phased in.

The proposed project would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
nonattainment criteria pollutant. Therefore, cumulative operational impacts associated with
implementation of the proposed project would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors are defined as facilities or land uses that include
members of the population that are particularly sensitive to the effects of air pollutants, such as
children, the elderly, and people with illnesses. Examples of sensitive receptors are residences,
schools, hospitals, and daycare centers. The nearest sensitive receptor is the Packinghouse Christian
Fellowship Park, located approximately 67 meters (223 feet) southwest of the project site. In order to
identify impacts to sensitive receptors, the SCAQMD recommends addressing localized significance
thresholds for construction and operations impacts (area sources only). The CO hotspot analysis
following the localized significance thresholds analysis addresses localized mobile source impacts.

Localized Significance Thresholds

The Air Quality Analysis used the SCAQMD’s Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology
(SCAQMD 2008) to further evaluate the potential for significant impacts associated with the
construction phase of the proposed project. The Localized Significance Threshold (LST) Methodology
provides a look-up table for construction, operational emissions based on the emission rate, location,
and distance from receptors, and provides a methodology for air dispersion modeling to evaluate
whether construction or operation could cause an exceedance of an ambient air quality standard.
Because the LST look-up tables are applicable to sources that are five acres or less in size, a
screening air dispersion modeling approach was used to assess the significance of localized
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construction impacts on receptors in the project vicinity. The LST Methodology only applies to impacts
from NO2, CO and PM1o concentrations.

The proposed project could actively disturb approximately 1.6 acres per day during the site
preparation and approximately 1.0 acre per day during the grading phases of construction. If the total
acreage disturbed is less than or equal to five acres per day, then the SCAQMD’s screening look-up
tables are used to determine If a project has the potential to result in a significant impact. The look-up
tables establish a maximum daily emissions threshold in pounds per day that can be compared to
CalEEMod outputs. Table 4 summarizes the construction-source localized significance for the site
preparation and grading phases of construction. As shown, localized construction emisgions would
not exceed the applicable SCAQMD LTSs for any criteria pollutant. Therefore, the project would have
a less than significant impact.

Table 4: Construction-Source Locallzed Significance Summary

Emissions {pounds per day)
NOx co | PMu PMz2s

On-Site Site Preparation Emissions

Maximum Daily Emissions 5228 | 23.46 8.92 8.52
SCAQMD Significance Criteria 185 | 1,662 24 7
Threshold Exceeded? | No | No No No
|
| On-Site Grading Emissions ) _ - |
| Maximum Dsily Emissions 3389 1710 | 430 | 206 |
| SCAQMD Significance Criteria 169 1427 | 20 | 6
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No

| VOC: Valatlle Organic Compounds; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx: sulfur oxides; PM,o: particulate matter 10 microns
or leas In diameter; PM.s: particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter.
| Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

Long-term air quality impacts would be associated with on-site stationary sources and mobile source
emissions generated from project traffic. The Air Quality Analysis assumed five percent (5%) of the
project-related mobile sources would be applied to the localized significant analysis. Considering that
the weighted trip length used in CalEEMod for the project is approximately 35.23 miles for trucks and
passenger cars, 5 percent of this total would represent an on-site travel distance of approximately
1.76 miles for each vehicle. Thus, the § percent assumption is conservative and would tend to
overstate the actual impact.

Table 5 presents a summary of the operational emissions estimated for the project. As shown in the
table, the emissions of all pollutants would be below the SCAQMD's significant thresholds and impacts
would be less than significant.

Table 5: Operations-Source Localized Significance Summary

Emissions (pounds per day) |
Operational Activity NOx co . PM1o PMzs
' Maximum Daily Emissions ! 26.96 15.00 { 6.14 1.84
SCAQMD Significance Criteria 328 2,990 | 13 _ 4
| Threshold Exceeded? No No i No No
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VOC: Volatile Organic Compounds; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx: sulfur oxides; PMyo: particulate matter 10 microns
or less In dlameter; PM.s: parficulate matter 2.5 microns or less In diameter.
| _Sourca: Urban Crossroads, 2017,

Carbon Monoxide Hotspoots

Projects that involve increases in traffic have the potential to cause CO "hot spots” due to
project-related traffic. A CO “hot spot” is an area of localized carbon monoxide pollution that is caused
by severe vehicle congestion on major roadways, typically near intersections. The purpose of the
analysis is to verify that a project would not cause or contribute to a violation of the CO standard at
intersections for which a significant impact would occur.

The SCAQMD studied the four most congested intersections within the Air Basin in order to support
their CO “attainment” demonstration to the USEPA. The modeled intersections experienced more
than 100,000 average daily trips, and the SCAQMD found that even these highly congested
intersections would not cause a CO hot spot to result.

The Mobile Source Diesel Health Risk Assessment evaluated the potential mobile source health risk
impacts to sensitive receptors (residents and schools) and adjacent workers associated with the
development of the proposed project, more specifically, health risk impacts as a result of exposure to
diesel particulate matter (DPM) as a result of heavy-duty diesel trucks accessing the site.

The residential land use with the greatest potential exposure to project DPM source emissions is an
existing residential home located approximately 1 mile southeast of the project site. At the maximally
exposed individual receptor (MEIR), the maximum incremental cancer risk attributable fo project DPM
source emissions is estimated at 0.01 in cne million, which s less than the SCAQMD threshold of 10
in one million. At this same location, non-cancer risks were estimated to be 4.0E-06, which would not
exceed the applicable threshold of 1.0. As such, the project will not cause a significant human health
or cancer risk to adjacent residences.

The worker receptor land use with the greatest potential exposure to project DPM source emissions
is located immediately adjacent to the north of the project site. At the maximally exposed worker
(MEIW), the maximum ingremental cancer risk impact at this location is 0.24 in one million which is
less than the threshold of 10 in one million. At this same location, non-cancer risks were estimated to
be 0.001, which would not exceed the applicable threshold of 1.0. As such, the project will not cause
a significant human health or cancer risk to adjacent workers.

The school site land use with the greatest potential exposure to project DPM source emissions is
located at the Packinghouse Christian Academy, which is located approximatsly 67 meters (223 feet)
southwest of the project site. It should be noted that the Packinghouse Christian Academy is estimated
to have the greatest potential exposure to DPM emissions from the proposed project due to truck
travel patterns and meteorological conditions. As such, there may be other schools located further
from the project site, however, any impacts at other schools would be less than what has been
disclosed for the Packinghouse Christian Academy. At the maximally exposed individual school child
(MEISC), the maximum incremental cancer risk impact at this location is 0.09 in one million which is
less than the threshold of 10 in one million. Maximum non-cancer risks at this same location were
estimated to be 4.6E-04 which would not exceed the applicable threshold of 1.0. Based on the Traffic
Impact Study, traffic impacts in the study area would be mitigated to levels considered less than
significant. Accordingly, the proposed project would not have the potential to cause CO “hot spots,”
and no significant impact would occur. Further, the proposed project considered herein would not
produce the volume of traffic required to generate a CO hot spot. Therefore, the project would not
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lil-e)

have the potential to cause CO hot spots and they are not an environmental impact of concern for the
proposed project. No significant impact would result.

Less Than Significant Impact. The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD 1993)
identifies certain land uses as sources of odors. These land uses include the following: agriculture,
wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills,
dairies, and flberglass molding. The proposed project is a warehousing/distribution ¢enter and does
not propose to include any odor-inducing uses on the site. Therefore, the project would not be a
source of objectionable odors.

No significant impacts are Identifled or anticipated. The project would be conditioned to
comply with all applicable SCAQMD requirements and County of San Bernardino regulations
and conditions of approval.

Conditions of Approval

AQ — Operational Standards. The developer shall implement the following air quality measures, during
operation of the approved land use: All on-site equipment and vehicles (off-road/ on-road), shall
comply with the following:

a) County Diesel Exhaust Control Measures [SBCC § 83.01.040 (c)]

b) Signs shall be posted requiring all vehicle drivers and equipment operators to tum off engines
when not in use.

¢) Allengines shall not idle more than five minutes in any one-hour period on the project site. This
includes all equipment and vehicles.

d) On-site electrical power connections shall be provided.

e) Alltransportation refrigeration units (TRU's) shall be provided electric connections, when parked
on-site.

The loading docks shall be posted with signs providing the telephone numbers of the building
facilities manager and the California Air Resources Board to report violations.

AQ — Dust Control Plan. The developer shall prepare, submit for review and obtain approval from
County Planning of both a Dust Control Plan (DCP) consistent with SCAQMD guidelines and a signed
letter agreeing to include in any construction contracts/subcontracts a requirement that project
contractors adhere to the requirements of the DCP. The DCP shall include the following requirements:

a) Exposed soll shall be kept continually moist to reduce fugitive dust during all grading and
construction activities, through application of water sprayed a minimum of two times each day.

b) During high wind conditions (i.e., wind speeds exceeding 25 mph), areas with disturbed soil shall
be watered hourly and activities on unpaved surfaces shall cease until wind speeds no longer
exceed 25 mph.

c) Storage piles that are to be left in place for more than three working days shall be sprayed with
a non-toxic soll binder, covered with plastic or revegetated.

d) Storm water control systems shall be installed to prevent off-site mud deposition.
e) All trucks hauling dirt away from the site shall be covered.
f)  Construction vehicle tires shall be washed, prior to leaving the project site.
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g) Rumble plates shall be installed at construction exits from dirt driveways.
h) Paved access driveways and streets shall be washed and swept daily when there are visible

signs of dirt track-out.

Street sweeping shall be conducted daily when visible soil accumulations occur along site
access roadways to remove dirt dropped or tracked-out by construction vehicles. Site access
driveways and adjacent streets shall be washed dally, if there are visible signs of any dirt track-
out at the conclusion of any workday and after street sweeping.

AQ — Construction Standards. The developer shall submit for review and obtain approval from County

Planning of a signed letter agreeing to include as a condition of all construction contracts/subcontracts
requirements to reduce vehicle and equipment emissions and other impacts to air quality by
implementing the following measures and submitting documentation of compliance: The
developer/construction contractors shall do the following:

a)
b)

c)

d)
e)
f)
g)
h)
i)

Provide documentation prior to beginning construction demonstrating that the project will comply
with all SCAQMD regulations including 402, 403, 431.1, 431.2, 1113 and 1403.

Each contractor shall certify to the developer prior to construction-use that all equipment engines
are properly maintained and have been tuned-up within last 6 months.

Each contractor shall minimize the use of diesel-powered vehicles and equipment through the
use of electric, gasoline or CNG-powered equipment. All diesel engines shall have aqueous
diesel filters and diesel particulate filters.

All gasoline-powered equipment shall have catalytic converters.

Provide onsite electrical power to encourage use of electric tools.

Minimize concurrent use of equipment through equipment phasing.
Provide traffic control during construction to reduce wait times.

Provide on-site food service for construction workers to reduce offsite trips.
Implement the County approved Dust Control Plan (DCP)

Suspend use of all construction equipment operations during second stage smog alerts. NOTE:
For daily forecast, call (800) 367-4710 (San Bernardino and Riverside Counties).

AQ — Coating Restriction Plan. The developer shall submit for review and obtain approval from County

Planning of a Coating Restriction Plan (CRP), consistent with SCAQMD guidslines and a signed letter
agreeing to include in any construction contracts/subcontracts a condition that the contractors adhere
to the requirements of the CRP. The CRP measures shall be following implemented to the satisfaction
of County Building and Safety:

a)

b)

Architectural coatings with Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC) shall not have content greater
than 100 g/l.

Architectural coating volume shall not exceed the significance threshold for ROG, which is 756
Ibs. /day and the combined dally ROC volume of architectural coatings and asphalt paving shall
not exceed the significance threshold for ROC of 75 Ibs. per day.

High-Volume, Low Pressure (HVLP) spray guns shall be used to apply coatings.
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d} Precoated/natural colored building materiais, water-based or low volatile organic compound
(VOC) coatings shall be used, if practical.

Comply with SCAQMD Rule 1113 on the use or architectural coatings.
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Leas than
SignHicant with
Potantially Mitigation Less than No
Significant Imgact Ingeispssaied Sipnificant Impact

\'A

b)

c)

d)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

Have substantial adverse effects, either directly or | X O O
through habitat modifications, on any species

identified as a candidate, sensitive or special status

species in local or regional plans, policies, or

regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian O ] ] X
habitat or other sensitive natural community

identified in local or regional plans, policies, and

regulations or by the California Department of Fish

and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally ] O O X
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the

Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,

marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any H | X |
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species

or with established native resident or migratory

wildlife corridors, orimpede the use of native wildlife

nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ] Il ] X
protecting biological resources, such as a free
preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat H O O X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional

or state habitat conservation plan?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check if project is located in the Biological Resources Overlay or contains
habitat for any species listed in the California Natural Diversity Database [X]):

Category (Burrowing Owl Overlay Zone)

IV-a)

A Biotic Resources Report was prepared by Rocks Biological Consulting (January 2017). The Biotic
Resources Report Is included as Appendix C and the results are summarized herein.

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The California Department of Fish
and Wildlife (CDFW) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) may list species as threatened
or endangered under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) or Federal Endangered
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IV-b)
IV-c)

IV-d)

IV-6)

Species Act (FESA), respectively. The USFWS can designate critical habitat that identifies specific
areas that are essential to the conservation of a listed species.

As a part of the Biotic Resources report prepared for the project, a query of the CDFW's California
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) found historical occurrences of three plant species and five
wildlife species within one mile of the project site. The CNDDB results also show one sensitive
habitat within one mile of the project site, Riversidian alluvial fan sage scrub. Riversidian alluvial fan
sage scrub was not observed on the project site or within the boundaries of the survey, including
the project buffer, an area of approximately 35 feet to 75 feet surrounding the project site and
inclusive of the SCE utility easement. The USFWS results did not reveal any additional USFWS
threatened/endangered species within one mile of the project site. USFWS-designated critical
habitat for San Bernardino kangaroo rat (Dipodomys merriami parvus) and Santa Ana sucker
(Catostomus santaanae) is present within one mile of the project site; however, suitable habitat for
these species is not present on the project site or project buffer.

The County's Biotic Resources Overlay Map identifies that the project site is located within the
Burrowing Owl Overlay Zone. The burrowing owl is listed as a species of special concemn by the
CDFW. The Burrowing Owl Assessment conducted as a part of this analysis found that no burrowing
owls and no burrowing owl sign was observed on site. A few degraded small fossorial mammal
burrows were observed along the south side of the project survey buffer area along San Bernardino
Avenue; however, no active fossorial mammal burrows or California ground squirrels
(Otospermophilus beecheyi) were present on site. The disturbed nature of the soil and previous
agricultural activity likely make burrowing by small mammals difficult. The project site has a low
potential to support burrowing owl. However, as identified in in Mitigation Measure V-1, a pre-
construction burrowing owl survey is required prior to site disturbance to ensure impacts on
burrowing owls are reduced to a less than significant level.

The site is currently a vacant parcel that was formerly a citrus grove . The entire site and the southern
and eastern project buffers are disturbed habitat with vegetated areas dominated by non-native,
ruderal species. Impacts on native vegetation communities or habitats would be less than
significant.

The project site has the potential to support avian nests, particularly those of ground-nesting species
if ground disturbing activities occur during the nesting season (January 15 to August 31). Impacts
on nesting birds are prohibited by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Fish and
Game Code (CFGC). Implementation of Mitigation Measure IV-2, which addresses pre-construction
nesting bird surveys, is required to avoid impacts to nesting birds. Impacts would be mitigated to a
less than significant level.

No Impact. Based on the Biotic Resources Report, there are no jurisdictional features on the site.

No Impact. As noted above, the project does not contain wetlands or jurisdictional features.
Therefore, the project would not have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands.

Less Than Signlificant Impact. The project site is surrounded by urban development including
roads and commercial development and is not suitable as a wildlife movement corridor. Therefors,
impacts would be less than significant.

No impact. The proposed project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, as the site has been recently disturbed and there are no identified biological
resources that are subject to such regulation.
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IV-f)

MM#
V-1

-2

No Impact. The project site is not subject to a conservation plan; no plans have been adopted in
the area of the project site.

Possible significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and the following
mitigation measures are required as conditions of project approval to reduce these impacts
to a level below significant.

Mitigation Measures

Burrowing Owl Pre-Construction Survey: A qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction
presence/absence survey for burrowing owls within 30 days prior to site disturbance. If burrowing
owls are detected on site, then a plan with protective measures for exclusion or avoidance shall be
made in coordination with COFW. If the survey is negative, the project may proceed without further
restrictions related to burrowing owls. Mitigation Measure 1V-1] Prior to Grading Permits/Planning

Nesting Bird Survey: Vegetation clearing and ground disturbing aclivities should be conducted
outside of the nesting season (January 15 to August 31). If avoidance of the nesting season is not
feasible, then a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey within three days prior to any
disturbance of the site, including disking, demolition activities, and grading. If active nests are
identified, the biologist shall establish suitable buffers around the nests depending on the level of
activity within the buffer and species detected, and the buffer areas shall be avoided until the nests
are no longer occupled and the juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests. Raptor
species shall have an avoidance buffer of 500 feet and other bird species shall have an avoidance
buffer of 300 feel. These buffers may be reduced in consultation with the CDFW. [Mitigation
Measure [V-2] Prior to Grading Permits/Planning
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Potentially Significant with
Significant Mitigation Lees than Mg
Impac Incoporated Siprificant Impace
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significanceof [ X O O
a historical resource as defined in §15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of O = O O
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological O O X m
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred O O X O
outside of formal cemeteries?
SUBSTANTIATION (Check if the project is located in the Cultural {] or Paleontological []
Resources overlays or cite results of cuitural resource review):
A Cultural Resource Study Findings Memo was prepared by ASM Affiliates, Inc. (ASM) (June 2017).
The study included a records search at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) and
a search of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) of the California Native American Heritage Commission
{NAHC), and a pedestrian survey on February 1, 2017. The findings are summarized below and the
study is included as Appendix D. As discussed in Section XVIi, the County of San Bemardino has
contacted local tribes. San Manuel Band of Mission Indians have reviewed and approved the Cultural
Resource Study Findings Memo for the proposed Project.
V-a) Less than Signlificant with Mitigation Incorporated. The records search conducted as a part of

the Cultural Resource Survey provides information about the presence or absence of historic and
archaeological resources and previous studies for the project area. The records search conducted
by the SCCIC identified 46 previous cultural resource studies that had been conducted within a
1-mile-radius. None of the studies have been conducted directly within the proposed project area. A
total of 25 cultural resources have been previously recorded within the 1-mile records search radius;
24 are historic and one was labeled protohistoric.

Of these, one has been previously documented directly adjacent to the southern boundary of the
project site within the SCE utility easement. This resource is a series of historic windbreaks made up
of Mexican fan palm trees planted before 1927 along many of the streets throughout the area. This
resource was recorded by Bruznell (2013) and Tang, CRM Tech (2000) and was found non-
significant. The Cultural Resources Study Findings Memo concurred with the prior finding of
ineligibility for the Mexican fan palms and recommended that they are not eligible either for the
California Register of Historic Resources nor any local register (no local register was identified), nor
are they identified in a local survey. As such, the Cultural Resources Study Findings Memo found
the Mexican fan palms to not be a historical resource in accordance with CEQA. Eleven of the
previously documented resources are within 0.5 mile of the project site; two of these are within 0.25
mile. All the resources in the area are related to the citrus industry, either former or current orange
groves, farm complexes or residences, and associated irrigation or water conveyance systems.

Based on the historic maps and imagery, the project site appears to have been planted with orange
trees since at least 1938. At the time of the pedestrian survey on February 1, 2017, the project site
was vacant. Aerial imagery from October 2016 identifies the prior on-site citrus grove; oranges were
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V-b)

V-¢)

V-d)

still present on the surface of the parcel at the time of the survey. The pedestrian survey identified
broken pipe fragments that were part of the citrus grove’s irrigation system; some large pieces of
pipe and concrete were found mostly at the edges of the parcel. In furrows caused by water runoff,
broken subsurface pipes were visible. The irrigation system on this parcel as a whole appears to
have been destroyed by the recent removal of the citrus grove and only fragmentary and displaced
pipe fragments remain. Centrally located along the eastern edge of the parcel is a small fenced area,
approximately 7 meters by 10 meters, that contains electrical panels, a smudge pot, a large stand
pipe, and various irrigation-related equipment. These items appear to be of various ages, some of
which are modern; this area is directly adjacent to the project site, but is a separate utility parcel and
is not a part of the project. A portion of site CA-SBR-9991H, a row of palm trees, was recorded along
the southern edge of this parcel. The palm trees are still extant; 29 trees were documented. Although
the resource is located within the SCE utility easement, the access to the project may require
relocation of the trees. Furthermore, this resource warrants special consideration in local planning
as a distinctive and well-known-landmark which could result in their classification as a historical
resource as defined by CEQA §15064.5. As such, further evaluation of this resource is ongoing and
the results, upon completion, will be incorporated into this Initial Study.

No information was available to associate the project site with any historical events or persons. There
was no indication that the prior on-site citrus grove had any special significance, and it has now been
entirely eradicated. Further, the wind break of Mexican fan palm trees were found to be non-
significant. As such, no historic resources were identified within the project site that would require
any further consideration under CEQA. No further archaeological work is recommended. However,
there is a possibility of currently undetectable historic subsurface deposits being present within the
project site. Implementation of Mitigation Measures V-1 through V-2 would reduce potential impacts
to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures V-1 through V-3 are recommended to reduce this potential impact to a level
considered less than significant.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The project site has been previously
disturbed and the proposed project area is predominately urbanized with industrial and commercial
uses located in the vicinity of the proposed project site. The project site is not located within the
County's Cultural Resource Overlay area. No archaeological resources have been recorded on the
site, and due to the level of past disturbances, it is not anticipated that archeological sites would be
found. Because the project involves development of a prior citrus grove, it is not anticipated that
intact subsurface archaeological resources would be encountered during excavation and grading
activities. Although the potential for disturbance of undiscovered resources during grading and
excavation activities is considered low, Mitigation Measures V-1 through V-3 are required to reduce
this potential impact to a level considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. No paleontological resources are known to be on or adjacent tc the
project site. It is assumed that if these resources were located in these areas, they would have been
discovered during original or subsequent ground disturbing activities. Should evidence of
paleontological resources be encountered during grading and construction, operations would be
required to cease, and the County of San Bernardino and County Museum are required to be
contacted for determination of appropriate procedures. Compliance with the County's standard
conditions would preclude significant impacts to paleontological resources.

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not located within a known or suspected cemetery
and there are no known human remains within the site. No known human remains are located within
the project site. In the event that unknown human remains are unearthed during construction
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activities on the project site, all activities would cease immediately and the County Museum and
Native American monitor would be immediately contacted as set forth in the conditions of approval
for this project. The Coroner would be contacted pursuant to Section 7050.5 of the California Health
and Safely Code relative to Native American remains. Should the Corner determine the human
remains to be Native American; the Native American Heritage Commission would be contracted
pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. The likelihood of finding human remains is low and the resulting
impact is considered less than significant.

Possible significant adverse Impacts have been Identlfied or anticipated and the following
mitigation measure Is required as conditions of project approval to reduce these impacts to
a level below significant.

MM# Mitigation Measures

V-1 If human remains or funerary objects are encountered during any activities associated with the
project, work in the immediate vicinity (within a 100-foot buffer of the find) shall cease and the County
Coroner shall be contacted pursuant to State Health and Safety Code §7050.5 and that code
enforced for the duration of the project. [Mitigation Measure V-1] During Grading

Vi2 In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered during project activities, all work
in the immediate vicinity of the find (within a 60-foot buffer) shall cease and a qualified archaeologist
meeting Secretary of Interior standards shall be hired to assess the find. Work on the other portions
of the project outside of the buffered area may continue during this assessment period. Additionally,
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians will be contacted if any such find occurs and be provided
information and permitted/invited to perform a site visit when the archaeologist makes his/her
assessment, so as to provide Tribal input. [Mitigation Measure V-2] During Grading

Vo3 If significant Native American historical resources, as defined by CEQA (as amended, 2015), are
discovered and avoidance cannot be ensured, an SOl-qualified archaeologist shall be retained to
develop a cultural resources Treatment Plan, as well as a Discovery and Monitoring Plan, the drafts
of which shall be provided to San Manuel Band of Mission Indians for review and comment.
a. All in-field investigations, assessments, and/or data recovery enacted pursuant to the
finalized Treatment Plan shall be monitored by a San Manuel Band of Mission Indians Tribai
Participant(s).
b. The Lead Agency and/or applicant shall, in good faith, consult with San Manuel Band of
Mission Indians on the disposition and freatment of any artifacts or other cultural materials
encountered during the project.

[Mitigation Measure V-3] During Grading
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b)

d)

Potentially
Significant
Impact

GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse sffects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map Issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault?

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on or off site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Be located on expansive soll, as defined in Table 18 1-B
of the California Building Code (2001} creating
substantial risks to life or property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

O 00 OO0

O

Loas than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorpmatied

ogoo oOood

O

Less than
Significant

X X O K KX

No
Imgzact

O 0O0X OO0

O

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [ if project is located in the Geologic Hazards Overlay District):

Vli-a)

A geotechnical investigation, Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed Kunihira Industrial
Warehouse Development: NWC Alabama Street and San Bernardinc Avenue, was prepared by
NorCal Engineering (May 2016). Updates to the Geotechnical Investigation were prepared on July
7, 2017 and July 10, 2017. The Geotechnical Investigation assesses on-site geotechnical conditions
and provides preliminary recommendations for design, future grading, and construction. The report

is provided in Appendix E and is summarized herein.

i) Less Than Significant Impact. The Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (Act) was passed
in 1972 to address the hazard of surface faulting to structures for human occupancy. The Act's main
purpose is to prevent the construction of buildings used for human occupancy on the surface trace




APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 32 of 78
Redlands Commerce Center

P201700142

March 2018

VI-b)

of active faults. The Act requires the State Geologist to establish regulatory zones, known as “Alquist
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones® around the surface traces of active faults and to issue appropriate
maps. If an active fault is found, a structure for human occupancy cannot be placed over the trace
of the fault and must be set back from the fault (typically 50 feet). According to the Geotechnical
Engineering Investigation, the project site is not located within an Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zone. According to the report, there are no known active or potentially active faults trending towards
or through the site and the potential for damage due to direct fault rupture is considered to be low.
The possibility of significant fault rupture on the project site is considered to be less than significant
and no mitigation is required.

i) Less Than Significant Impact. The site is located in an area of high regional seismicity and the
San Jacinto (San Bernardino) fault is located less than two miles from the site. Ground shaking
originating from earthquakes along other active faults in the region is expected to induce seismic
ground shaking due to smaller anticipated earthquakes and/or greater distances to other faults. The
proposed project would be required to be in conformance with the California Building Code (CBC),
City regulations, and other applicable standards. Conformance with standard engineering practices
and design criteria would reduce the effects of seismic ground shaking to a less than significant
level. No mitigation is required.

il} Less Than Significant Impact. Liquefaction generally occurs as a “quicksand” type of ground
failure caused by strong ground shaking. The primary factors influencing liquefaction potential
include groundwater, soil type, relative density of the sandy soils, confining pressure, and the
intensity and duration of ground shaking. The project site is not located within an area of liquefaction
susceptibility. These conditions generally consist of medium dense to very dense, well graded,
granular solils, and no evidence of a static water table within the upper 30 feet. Based upon
information in the San Bemardino County Land Use Plan, the site is not situated in an area of high
generalized liquefaction susceptibility. Review of ground water maps of the Upper Santa Ana River
Basin show historical groundwater depths to be about 100 feet. Therefore, the potential impact from
ground-related failure, including liquefaction, is considered to be less than significant. No mitigation
is required.

iv) No Impact. The project site is approximately 1,224 feet above msl with a gradual descent of a
few feet from north to south. The topography of the surrounding area generally exhibits a downward
slope to the west. The site is relatively level and is not iocated within an area susceptible to
landslides. Therefore, there would be no impact from landslides on the proposed project and no
mitigation is required.

Less Than Significant Impact. Erosion and loss of topsoil is most likely to occur during the
construction phase of the proposed project. Project construction acfivities such as grading and
earthwork would expose solls to potential short-term erosion by wind and water. The proposed
project would be subject to compliance with the requirements set forth in the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater General Construction Permit for construction
activities. The NPDES Permit requires preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, which
would identify specific erosion and sediment control Best Management Practices (BMPs) that would
be implemented to protect storm water runoff during construction activities. Compliance with the
California Building Code and NPDES permit conditions would minimize effects from erosion and
ensure consistency with the Regional Water Quality Control Board Water (RWQCB) Quality Control
Plan. Following compliance with NPDES requirements, project implementation would result in less
than significant impacts regarding soll erosion.

Substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoll is not expected to occur during fong-term operation. The
majority of the project site would be covered with structures or paved, and the remaining pervious
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Vi-c)

Vi-d)

Vi-e)

areas would be landscaped, which would minimize impacts to a less than significant level and no
mitigation is required.

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not identified as being located on a geologic unit
or soil that has been identified as being unstable or having the potential to result on-site or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse. As discussed above, the
Geotechnical Investigation found that impacts due to liquefaction to be less than significant and there
would be no impacis from landslides because the site is flat. According to the Geotechnical
Engineering Investigation, the site consists of fill and natural soil. The report includes
recommendations to ensure that soils are appropriate for development. Therefore, the proposed
project would not likely result in landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse
and no mitigation is required.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would be required to be in conformance with
the California Building Code, City regulations, and other applicable standards. Conformance with
standard engineering practices, design criteria, and adherence fo the recommendations in the
Geotechnical Investigation would reduce impacts related to expansive soil potential to a less than
significant level.

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would be served by the City of Redlands sewer system.
The proposed project would not include the implementation of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required.

No significant impacts are identified or anticipated. The project would be conditioned to
comply with all applicable County of San Bernardino regulations and conditions of approval.

Conditions of Approval:

1) All vegetation and demolition debris shall be removed and hauled away from the proposed
grading areas prior to the start of grading operations.

2) Allfill soils (1-2 feet thick), unsuitable native soils, and crganic material associated with the onsite
citrus grove shall be entirely overexcavated to depths approved by the project geotechnical
engineer.

3) The area of overexcavation shall extend at least 5 feet outside the edges of foundations or
equidistant to the depth of fill placed, whichever is greater.

4) The overexcavated bottoms shall be scarified to a depth of 12 inches, moisture conditioned and
compacted to 90% of the laboratory maximum density (ASTM D1557 test method). All fills shall
be free of organic materiais and shall be compacted to 90% of the laboratory maximum density
(ASTM D1557 test method).

5) All foundations and the floor slab areas shall be underlain by a compacted fill blanket of at least
2 feet in thickness.

6) Adequate drainage shall be provided away from structures, pavement, and slopes so as to avoid
ponding or seepage of water.
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7) The project geotechnical consultant shall inspect and approve all areas and depths of
overexcavation prior to any fill placement. The project geotechnical consultant shall inspect and
approve all foundation excavations prior to placement of any forms, steel, or concrete.

8) The project geotechnical consultant shall review and approve foundation, grading and/or erosion
control plans so as to confirm that the recommendations made in the above referenced report
are adhered to in the design and construction of the project. The geotechnical consultant shall
sign and stamp the foundation, grading and erosion control plans indicating that the plans
conform to the geotechnical report recommendations.

8) The above mentioned geotechnical conditions of approval shall be incorporated into the notes
on the project foundation and/or grading plans.

10) The foundation plans shall include the following note: “A geotechnical report and response were
prepared for this project by NorCal Engineering dated May 31, 2016 and July 25, 2017. The
report and response as amended by the conditions of approval are hereby incorporated by
reference and are a part of the foundation construction documents. The recommendations
outlined in this report and response shall be strictly adhered to during the construction of this
project.”

11) The grading plans shall include the following note: “A geotechnical report and response were
prepared for this project by NorCal Engineering dated May 31, 2016 and July 25, 2017. The
report and response as amended by the conditions of approval are hereby incorporated by
reference and are a part of the grading construction documents. The recommendations outlined
in the report and response shall be strictly adhered to during the construction of this project.”
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Significant Less than Significant with Less than No
3 L Impci Mitigaiion Ingorporated Significant  Impact
Vil. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS —- Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or  [] O X 0O
Indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment.
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulaton  [] O X O
adopted for the purposes of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases.
SUBSTANTIATION:

Vil-a)

A Gresnhouse Gas Analysis was prepared for the proposed project by Urban Crossroads, Inc.,
(February 2017). The report includes the assessment of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and
evaluation of the project’s potential impacts to the environment and is included in Appendix F.

Less than Significant Impact. The County of San Bernardino adopted the Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Reduction Plan {GHG Plan} in September 2011. The GHG Plan provides guidance on
how to analyze GHG emissions and determine significance during the CEQA review of proposed
development projects. Further, the GHG Plan establishes a GHG emissions reduction target for the
year 2020 that is 15 percent below 2007 emissions.

A screening threshold of 3,000 MT (metric tons) carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) per year is used
to determine if additional analysis is required. Projects that exceed the 3,000 MTCO2e per year are
required to either achieve a minimum 100 points per the Screening Tables or a 31 percent reduction
over 2007 emission levels to have a less than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG
emissions. The point system was devised to ensure project compliance with the reduction measures
In the GHG Plan such that the GHG emissions from new development, when considered together
with those from existing development, would allow the County to meet its 2020 target and support
longer term reductions.

The project would generate approximately 4,279.84 MTCO2e per year and would exceed the 3,000
MTCO2e threshold. The County’s Screening Table point system was used to evaluate the project's
compliance with the GHG Plan. The proposed project's design features incorporate 103 points on
the Screening Tables for Implementation of GHG Reduction Measures for Commercial Development
through the application of Energy Efficient Reduction measures (35 points), Indoor Space
Efficiencies (38 points), Building Placement (6 points), Per Capita Water Use Reductions (14 points),
and Renewable Fuel/l.ow Emissions Vehicles (10 points). Because the project design features
exceed 100 points, the project is considered consistent with the GHG Plan and is therefore
determined to have a less than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions. The
GHG reduction measures proposed by the Applicant through the Screening Tables Review Process
have been included in the project design or would be included as Conditions of Approval for the
project.
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Vil-b) Less than Significant Impact. Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32) requires California to reduce its GHG
emission by approximately 28.5 percent when compared to GHG emissions produced under a
Business as Usual scenario. CARB identified reduction measures to achieve this goal as set forth
in the CARB Scoping Plan. Projects that are consistent with the CARB Scoping Plan are also
considered to be consistent with the goals of AB 32. The project would be consistent with the
applicable measures established in the Scoping Plan.

Senate Bill 32 (SB 32) requires California to reduce statewide GHG emission to 40 percent below
1990 levels by 2030, a reduction target that was first introduced in Executive Order B-30-15. The
proposed project does not interfere with the State's implementation of GHG reduction plans to meet
these goals. The project is consistent with the CARB's Scoping Plan and the County of San
Bernardino’s GHG Plan.

The proposed project is not anticipated to conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an
agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Therefore, the
project impact would be less than significant.

No significant adverse Impacts are Identifled and no mitigation measures are required. The
project would be conditioned to comply with all applicable County of San Bernardino
regulations and conditions of approval.
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Leas than
Potentially Significant with
Significant Mitigation Lees than o
Imgiact Incorprated Siunificant lirpsct

VIl HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the O O X O
Environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the | Cl = ]
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

¢} Emithazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely ] ] O X
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of ] O | X
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Govermment Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, | O O X
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would ] O O X
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an m W O X
adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, ] | O X
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

SUBSTANTIATION:

A Phase | Environmental Assessment Report, 7.99-Acre Lot, W. San Bernardino Avenue near
Alabama Street Redlands, California 92374 (Phase | ESA) was prepared by ARCADIS (November
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Vill-a)

VIll-b)

Vill-c)

Vli-d)

20186) for the project site. The findings of the Phase | ESA are summarized in the Initial Study; the
report is included as Appendix H.

Less Than Significant Impact. Prior uses on the site are not known to have involved hazardous
materials. The project is proposed as a warehouse distribution center and Is not expected to
transport, use, or dispose of significant amounts of hazardous materials. If such uses are proposed
on the site in the future, they would be subject to permit and inspection by the Hazardous Materials
Division of the County Fire Department; subsequent land use review by the County may be required.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. As noted in the response to Vlll-a), the use or disposal of hazardous
materials is not planned as a part of the project. The project site was used for agriculture, including
cultivation of citrus orchards from as early at 1939. There were citrus trees present onsite as of
November 2016, however, there were largely untended. The Phase | ESA identified three instances
where petroleum hydrocarbons may have impacted the site:

a. Awindmill was previously located near the northern boundary of the Site. An aboveground
storage tank associated with the windmill was located on the windmill tower. Arcadis did
not observe any stained soils in associated with the tank.

b. During interviews conducted as a part of the Phase | ESA, the site owners stated that
smudge pots were not used onsite. Smudge pots are oil-burning devices used to prevent
frost on trees. Arcadis conducted further investigation to rule out any historical use. The
investigation consisted of overturning the upper 6-12 inches of soil to look for evidence of
impacted soils, including staining. One area, approximately three-feet x three-feet, of
stained soils were observed. Laboratory analysis found a negligible concentration of
petroleum hydrocarbons that does not require further investigation.

c. Stained soils and oily residue were observed in the area surrounding an irrigation well in
the eastern portion of the Site. Impacted soils were collected and stored in drums for
disposal offsite.

None of the discoveries listed above were identified as Recognized Environmental Concerns (REC),
therefore, no further investigation is recommended. The Phase | ESA by Arcadis did not identify any
significant impacts from hazardous materials. Additionally, any proposed use or construction activity
that might use hazardous materiais is subject to permit and inspection by the Hazardous Materials
Division of the County Fire Department.

Standard construction practices would be observed such that any materials released are
appropriately contained and remediated as required by local, State, and federal law.

No Impact. No schools are presently located within 0.25-mile of the project site. The project site is
located approximately 0.80-mile southwest of Citrus Valley High School at 800 West Pioneer Avenue
in Redlands. Warehouse distribution operations would not be expected to emit or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials.

No Impact. The project site is not included in any list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5°. According to the Phase | ESA, there were no RECs (as
defined by ASTM Practice E 1527-13) identified in association with the site. No significant adverse

% Department of Toxic Substances Control, http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Cortesselist/default.htm, accessed

February 15, 2017.



APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 39 of 78
Rediands Commearce Center

P201700142

March 2018

Vill-e)

VIII-f)

Vill-g)

Viii-h)

impacts relative to hazardous materials sites would result with project implementation. No impact
would oceur.

No Impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan; however, the site is within
two miles of an airport. The nearest public use airport is the San Bernardino International Airport,
approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the project site. The proposed project would be consistent with
the surrounding area, which consists of industrial, warehouse, and distribution centers of similar size
and stature as the project which suggests the proposed use of the project would not interfere with
airport operations and would not create a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area. The project site is within Airport Safety Review Area 3 (AR3), per County of San Bernardino
Hazard Overlay Map. Therefore, the County would review the project for compliance with the
requirements and limitations of the overlay zone. Additionally, the project would be reviewed by the
San Bernardino Intemnational Airport Authority prior to the issuance of permits. No impacts would
OCCuI.

No Impact. The project site is not proximate to a private airstrip or related facilities. Therefore, no
impacts would occur.

No Impact. The proposed project would have no impacts on emergency response plans or
emergency evacuation plans. The County of San Bernardino has adopted an Emergency
Management Plan to identify evacuation routes, emergency facilities, and County personnel and
equipment available to effectively deal with emergency situations. The Emergency Management Plan
also outlines mutual aid agreements between emergency service agencles. No revisions to the
adopted Emergency Management Plan would be required as a result of the proposed project. Primary
access to all major roads would be maintained during construction of the proposed project. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.

No Impact. The project area is predominately built out and no wildlands occur within or adjacent to
the project site. Project implementation would introduce additional ornamental landscaping, which is
not anticipated to create hazardous fire conditions. No impacts would occur.

No significant adverse Impacts are Identified and no mitigation measures are required. The
project would be conditioned to comply with all applicable County of San Bernardino
regulations and conditions of approval.
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IX.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the
project:

b)

d)

g)

h)

)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate
of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level, which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
poliuted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structure that
would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving floeding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

O O

[

H

O
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SUBSTANTIATION:

IX-a)

IX-b)

Less Than Significant Impact. The service purveyor for potable water and sewer is the City of
Redlands Municipal Utilities Department. The project is subject to independent regulations by local
and State water agencies that ensure compliance with both water quality and waste discharge
requirements.

Short-term impacts related to water quality would oceur during the earthwork and construction phase,
when the potential for erosion, siltation, and sedimentation would be the greatest. The proposed
project would disturb approximately 8.5 acres. The proposed project would be required to comply with
all Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) water quality standards and waste discharge
requirements. A project-specific Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) would identify NPDES
Construction General Permit requirements and addresses the quality and quantity of storm water
runoff generated on site with the incorporation of temporary construction Best Management Practice
(BMPs) and permanent treatment BMPs. To obtain coverage under the NPDES Permit, the Applicant
is required to submit a Notice of Intent prior to construction activities and prepare a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP lists the BMPs the discharger would use to protect
storm water runoff and the placement of those BMPs. Compliance with the requirements outlined in
the WQMP would avoid or minimize any violations of water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. Implementation of the proposed project would have a less than significant impact to
water quality.

After construction, storm water from the project site would drain into underground infiltration basin
located between the proposed warehouse distribution center and the western property line. The
majority of runoff would surface flow into a private on-site storm drain via catch basins with storm drain
filters prior to entering the underground infiltration system.

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would change the majority of the site from pervious to
impervious surfaces due to paving and building construction. The project would have one infiltration
basin to capture the excess runoff created by the additional on-site impervious surfaces. The water
quality volume and increase in stormwater volume caused by impervious surface would be infiltrated.
The proposed infiltration with the basin would minimize any potential impacts the project could have
on local groundwater recharge. Impacts would be less than significant.

As previously noted, the project site is located within the service area of the City of Rediands Municipal
Utilities Departiment. Redlands supplies a blend of local groundwater, local surface water, and
imported water. Groundwater is from the Bunker Hill Subbasin (also known as San Bernardino Basin
Area or SBBA) and Yucaipa Subbasin. The Upper Santa Ana Valley Groundwater Basin is an alluvial
groundwater basin fed by multiple tributaries, including the Santa Ana River and Mill Creek, both
located within the City's service area. The Bunker Hill Subbasin ("Bunker Hill") has a surface area of
approximately 89,600 acres and a groundwater storage capacity of 5,976,000 acre-feet. Based on a
10-year average, groundwater from Bunker Hill totals 51.1 percent of the City's annual water
production. The Yucaipa Subbasin has a surface area of 26,300 acres and a groundwater storage
capacity of 808,000 acre-feet.

The Bunker Hill Subbasin is governed by a court action from 1969 called the Western Judgment, to
which the City is stipulated. Provisions of the physical solution set forth in the Judgment Case No.
78426, Western Municipal Water District of Riverside County et al., v. East San Bernardino County
Water District et al., enterad April 17, 1969, in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for
the County of Riverside, established the entitlements and obligations of Valley District and Western
Municipal Water District (WMWD) with regard to the Bunker Hill Basin area to be 232,000 acre-feet
per year (AFY). The adjusted right for use within Valley District is 167,238 AFY. The adjusted right for
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IX-c)

use within the WMWD is 64,862 AFY. Should the extraction, or the withdrawal, of groundwater from
the SBBA exceed the safe yield, Valley District is obligated to recharge an amount equal to the amount
the safe yield has been exceeded from an outside source of water. The outside source of water is
typically State Water Project (SWP) water. This judgment is administered by a Watermaster who
prepares an annual report that is submitted to the court.

Due to recent drought conditions and increased utilization of groundwater, Bunker Hill's water table
has dropped, resulting in the lowering of the groundwater elevation of one well pump in the City's
service area. In order to prevent critical reductions in groundwater levels, the City participates in the
Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) for the region to manage groundwater.

The Yucaipa Subbasin has a history of groundwater overdraft, a groundwater management plan is
currently underway. The Yucaipa Subbasin is not adjudicated; however, a groundwater management
plan (AB 3030 Plan) is underway to establish collective management of the subbasin. Dominant
recharge to the sub basin is from percolation of precipitation and infiltration within the channels of
overlying streams, particularly Yucaipa and Oak Glen Creeks; underflow from the fractures within the
surrounding bedrock beneath the sub basin; and artificial recharge at spreading grounds. Per a recent
study, the Yucaipa SubBasin has a sustainable yield of approximately 9,600 AFY and a storage
capacity totaling more than 356,000 AF (2015 San Bernardino Valley Regional Urban Water
Management Plan).

The City of Redlands Municipal Utilities Department supplies a bend of local groundwater, local
surface water, and imported water. The provided groundwater is extracted from groundwater
production wells from two Bunker Hill and Yucaipa subbasing which have been adjudicated and are
managed. The City of Redlands Municipal Utilities Department anticipates that there is sufficient
capacity in the existing water system to serve the anticipated growth within its service area without
substantially depleting groundwater supplies. Increased water demand at the project site would not
contribute to over pumping of groundwater basins, and therefore impacts would be less than
significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not substantially alter the existing
drainage pattems of the site or vicinity. The existing drainage pattern is from east to west and slightly
southerly. Existing on-site surface water runoff flows from the site to the developed property
immediately to the west and is discharged ultimately into existing storm drain facilities located in
Pioneer Avenue to the north. These flows are then conveyed via the County’s Nevada Street Storm
Drain into the Santa Ana River north of the project site.

The project proposes to build a 190,000-sf warehouse distribution center with a truck court, access
drives, two driveways, associated parking, and a storm drain system including an underground storm
water infiltration facility. Proposed drainage pattems on the site would remain similar to existing
conditions, except no flows would discharge to the west. Runoff from the project site would instead
be conveyed per County of San Bemardinc planning depariment as surface flow into San Bernardino
Avenue. The north gutter of San Bernardino Avenue conveys all north right-of-way-adjoining post-
developed on-site flows between Alabama and Nevada Streets westerly along San Bernardino
Avenue and then southerly in Nevada Street. There are two County of San Bernardino catch basins
in Nevada Street which conveys runoff to the Santa Ana River north of the project site.

The project's infiltration system would be located between the proposed building and the westemn
property line and consist of approximately 335 linear feet of 8-foot-diameter perforated corrugated
aluminized steel pipe surrounded by a high-void %-inch stone which would allow infiltration into native
on-site soils. The required and quantified water quality design capture volume of approximately 27,000
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IX-d)

1X-8)

IX-F)

IX-g)

IX-h)

IX-i)

cubic feet (0.6 acre-feet) will infiltrate in 16 hours. All site runoff would be pre-treated with storm drain
inlet filters prior to entering the underground infiltration system.

All existing facilities are capable of receiving post-development flows from this site up to and including
flows associated with a 100-year event frequency. No hydrologic conditions of concern are triggered
by or applicable to the proposed development of the project. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

Less Than Significant Impact. There are no natural drainages (i.e., streams or rivers) on site;
existing drainage pattems have been determined by past development on site and in the surrounding
area. The proposed project would use a drainage collection system that would collect the storm water
runoff into an underground infiltration basins. The drainage basins have been designed and sized to
accept storm water flows generated by improvements on the project site. Runoff would be treated and
retained underground. By collecting the incremental increase in storm water runoff caused by the
increase in impervious surface as well as disconnected pervious surfaces, the project would minimize
the amount of off-site flows and allow downstream facilities to accept the remaining discharge.

Flows into the underground basin would be retained and storm water would percolate into the
groundwater basin. The existing runoff flow rate would be discharged from the site. Therefore, the
drainage design of the project would ensure that no significant on-site and off-site impacts would
occeur. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would not create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff. All necessary drainage improvements both on-site and off-site
would be required as conditions of the construction of the project. There would be adequate capacity
in the local and regional drainage systems so that downstream properties are not negatively impacted
by any increases or changes in volume, velocity or direction of storm water flows originating from or
altered by the project.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not otherwise substantially degrade
water quality because measures for water quality protection, including erosion control measures are
required. The WQMP would describe the project’s compliance with the requirements of the San
Bernardino County’'s NPDES Stormwater Program. Impacts would be less than significant.

No Impact. The project would not place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on
a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map. No housing Is proposed and the project site is not within identified FEMA designated flood hazard
areas as shown on the San Bernardino County Land Use Plan General Plan Hazard Overlays Map
(Map FH29B).

No Impact. The project would not place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area. The project
site is not within an identified FEMA designated flood hazard area, as shown on the San Bernardino
County Land Use Plan General Plan Hazard Overlays Map (Map FH29B).

No Impact. According to the San Bernardino County Land Use Plan General Plan Hazard Overlays
Map (Map FH31B), the project site and surrounding area is not within a designated dam inundation
area. The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, and no levee or dam
are located in the vicinity of the project.
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IX-j) No Impact. The project site is not located proximate to any enclosed or semi-enclosed bodies of
water. Further, the site is not located near the Pacific Ocean, and therefore would not be subject to
tsunami impacts. The project site and surrounding area are relatively flat and the site is not positioned
downslope from an area of potential mudfiow. No impacts would occur.

No signlificant adverse impacts are identified and no mitigation measures are required. The
project would be conditioned to comply with all applicable City of Rediands regulations and
conditions of approval.
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T T Lessthen
Potentially Significant with
Significant Mitigation Less than No
—_— = = =—— = == Impiacs Incorporated Significant Impact
X LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: —
a) Physically divide an established community? - | m X
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or O O O X
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or O O | X
natural community conservation plan? '
SUBSTANTIATION:

X-a) No Impact. The project site is a former citrus grove and the surrounding area is predominately
developed with warehouse, industrial, and institutional uses. A vacant ot is directly east and another
vacant parcel is southwest of the site along San Bernardino Avenue. The project site has a General
Plan land use zoning designation of “East Valley Special Development® (EV/SD). The East Valley
Special Development designation allows for residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural, open
space, and recreation uses. The site is compatible with its surroundings, which includes industrial
uses along San Bernardino Avenue and in the vicinity of the project site. The project would not
encroach upon other neighboring uses and would not divide an established community.

X-b) No Impact. The project is consistent with applicable land use policies and regulations of the County

X-c)

Code and General Plan. The proposed project requires a Conditional Use Permit. Per the County of
San Bernardino Development Code, Section 85.06.050, projects greater than 80,000 sf in Community
Industrial (IC) land use zoning districts must be processed through a Conditional Use Permit. The
project complies with all hazard protection, resource preservation and land use modifying Overlay
District regulations.

No Impact The proposed project would not conflict with any habitat conservation plan, as there are
no identified biological resources that are subject to such regulation.

No significant adverse Impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are
required.
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Folentally ~  Less than Less than No
Sigrificant  Significant with Signiicant Impact
T e
XI. MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral | O O X
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important O O ] X

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

SUBSTANTIATION:

Xl-a) No Impact. No known mineral resources occur in the area and no known mineral recovery activities
have occurred on the project site. The proposed project is warehouse distribution center and would
not involve mineral recovery. No impacts would occur.

XI-b) No Impact. The project site is zoned East Valley Special Development (EVSD) and is not located
within a Mineral Resource Overlay (MR) area. No impacts would occur.

No significant adverse Impacts are Identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are
required.




APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 47 of 78
Redlands Commerce Center

P201700142

March 2018

Laze than
Potentially Significant with
Significant Miigation Less than No
Impact Incorponated Significant Impact

Xil.

d)

NOISE - Would the project result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in O m X O
excess of standards established in the local general plan

or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other

agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive L] I = Ol
groundbome vibration or groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels ] ] X ]
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient ] O = N
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, ] Il 24 ]
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two

miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the

project expose people residing or working in the project

area to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would ] 7 O =
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

Xll-a)

SUBSTANTIATION:

Urban Crossroads, Inc., prepared a San Bernardino Warehouse Noise Impact Analysis (Noise
Assessment) (February 2017). The Noise Assessment can be found in Appendix | and is summarized
herein.

An ambient noise level survey was conducted over a 24-hour period on January 25th, 2017, to
estimate the existing noise environment near noise-sensitive areas in the area. Four sound
measurement locations were selected near park, church, school, and housing uses, and/or project
boundaries.

Less Than Significant. Section 83.01.080 of the San Bernardino County Development Code
(Development Code) governs noise within unincorporated areas of San Bernardino County.

Neither the County of San Bernarding General Plan or County Code establish numeric maximum
acceptable construction source noise levels at potentially affected receivers. Therefore, the noise level
threshold used in the Noise Assessment for construction-related noise is adopted from the Criteria for
Recommended Standard: Occupational Noise Exposure prepared by the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health. The construction-related noise level threshold starts at 85 dBA (A-
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weighted decibel) for more than eight hours per day, and for every 3 dBA increase, the exposure time
is cut in half.

The County of San Bemardine County Code establishes noise level standards for stationary noise
sources. For residential properties, the exterior noise level must not exceed dBA Leq (equivalent
continuous [average] sound level) during daytime hours and 45 dBA Leq during nighttime hours for
both the whole hour, and for not more than 30 minutes in any hour. The residential exterior noise level
standards are more conservative noise limits than those identified for Professional Services, Other
Commercial, and Industrial uses by the County Code, and, therefore, the Noise Assessment used the
residential noise level thresholds described above for analyzing project-related operational noise at
nearby sensitive receiver locations. Representative sensitive receivers near the Project site include
the following:

» Packinghouse Christian Fellowship park is located approximately 220 feet southwest of the
Project site;

= Packinghouse Christian Fellowship church building is located approximately 400 feet south of
the Project site;

=  Two school buildings of the Packinghouse Christian Fellowship are located approximately 350
feet from the Project site;

= Two additional school buildings of the Packinghouse Christian Fellowship are located
approximately 410 feet from the Project site;

= Single-family homes are located approximately 1,500 feet south of the Project site; and
» Multi-family homes are located approximately 2,150 feet south of the Project site.

The closest sensitive receiver is the Packinghouse Christian Fellowship park.

Short-Term Noise Impacts

Construction of the proposed project would require the following phases: site preparation, grading,
building construction, architectural coatings application, and paving. The site preparation and grading
phases are expected to produce the highest construction noise and vibration levels specifically due to
work performed using dozers. The unmitigated peak construction noise levels at potentially impacted
receiver locations approach 62.9 dBA Leq, which is less than the noise level threshold of 85 dBA Leq
used to evaluate potential project-related construction noise level impacts. Project construction would
occur only during the hours and days allowed in compliance with County Development Code Section
83.01.080. Therefore, the unmitigated noise impact due to project construction is considered less than
significant.

Long-Term Noise Impacts

The future tenants of the proposed project are unknown. To present potential worst-case conditions,
the Noise Assessment assumes the project would be operational 24 hours per day, 7 days per week.
The business operations would primarily be conducted within the enclosed building, except for traffic
movement, parking, and loading and unloading of trucks at designated loading bays. On-site project-
related noise sources are expected to include idling trucks, delivery truck activities, parking, backup
alarms, loading and unlcading of goods, and roof-top air conditioning units. The Noise Assessment
calculated the operational source noise levels that are expected to be generated at the project site
and the project-related noise level increases that would be experienced at each of the sensitive
receiver locations. The project's operational noise levels would range from 27.4 to 41.5 dBA Leq.
Since the project-related operational noise level contributions would not exceed the significance
criteria, the increases at the sensitive recsiver locations would be less than significant.
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Xil-b) Less Than Significant Impact. Vibration is defined as periodic oscillation of a medium or object.

Xll-c)

Sources of groundbome vibrations include natural phenomena (earthquakes, sea waves, landslides,
etc.) or manmade {explosions, machinery, traffic, construction equipment, etc.). The County of San
Bernardino Development Code, Section 83.01.090(A) states that vibration shall be no greater than or
equal to two-tenths inches per second measured at or beyond the lot line. Therefore, to determine if
the vibration levels due to the construction and operation of the project, the peak particle velocity
(PPV) vibration level standard of 0.2 inch per second (infsec) was used.

Short-Term Construction

It is expected that groundborne vibration from project construction activities would cause only
intermittent, localized intrusion. The construction vibration analysis showed the highest construction
vibration levels in PPV are expected to approach 0.002 in/sec at the nearby receiver locations. This
vibration level would be well below the threshold of 0.2 in/sec PPV. Further, the project-related
construction vibration levels do not represent levels capable of causing building damage to nearby
residential homes. Therefore, the project-related vibration impacts would be less than significant
during the construction activities at the project site. Because construction is a temporary activity and
would occur during the hours and days allowed by San Bernardino County, vibration generated by
construction is exempt from regulation per County Development Code 83.01.090(C)(2).

Long-Term Operations

Vibration associated with project operations would be generated primarily by truck haul trips. Typical
vibration levels for the project truck activity at normal traffic speeds would approach 0.001 in/sec PPV,
based on the Federal Transit Authority’s Transit Noise Impact and Vibration Assessment. Therefore,
the project-related vibration impacts would be less than significant during the operational activities.

Less Than Signlificant Impact. The increase in noise levels occurs at sensitive receivers that have
existing ambient noise levels less than 60 dBA Leq. Per County of San Bernardino Development
Code, Section 83.01.080(c), a significant impact would occur if the Project creates a readily
perceptible 5 dBA Leq or greater project-related noise level increase. The project does not create a
readily perceptible 5 dBA Leq or greater noise level increase. The project would not generate a
daytime operational noise level increase over the existing ambient conditions. During the nighttime
hours, the highest project-related noise level increase would approach 0.2 dBA L50. On this basis,
operational stationary-source noise would net result in a substantial temporary or permanent increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity and impacts in these regards would be less than
significant.

Table 6 summarizes the ambient and project-source noise that would be experienced at receiver
locations during daytime hours. Table 7 summarizes the ambient and project-source noise that would
be experienced at receiver locations during nighttime hours.
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Table 6: Project Daytime Nolse Level Contributions
Location | - | — ~ Nolse Levels (dBA)
Leq Lso lss | Ls | Lz | Lwx | Threshold
Rec. | Meas. Type of Nolse (E.Avg) | (0mine) | (15mins} (5 mina) {imin) | (Anytima) {Exceeded?
Project Noise Level 40.7 are 24.0 278 | 315 | 4286
R1 L1 Amblent Noise Level 66.5 59.5 648 | 688 1: 718 | 938 No
Combined 65.5 59.5 64.8 688 & 718 | 938
— Projact Contribution 0c | 00 0.0 00 | 00 | 00
Project Nolse Lavel ar2 344 223 | 284 | 304 | - 30.7
R2 L2 Ambient Noisa Level | 60.7 56.1 588 | 621 | 661 6.0 No
Comblined 60.7 | 56.1 588 | 621 | 66.1 6.0
Project Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 | 00 | 0.0
Project Noise Level 41.5 38.6 39.3 439 | 477 52.3
R3 L3 Amblent Nolse Level 65.7 569.1 64.8 68.9 72.3 96.2 No
Comblned 65.7 59.1 64.8 68.9 72.3 96.2
Project Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
_ Project Noise Level 41 | 382 3903 439 | 477 | 522
R4 L3 Amblent Noise Leval 657 | 50.1 648 | 689 723 | 962 No
Comblined 657 | 59.1 64.8 689 | 723 | 962
Project Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 | 00 0.0
Project Nolse Level 274 246 14.1 __ 18.4 22.1 30.4
RS L4 Ambient Noise Level 64.3 80.7 63.7 66.7 | 609 B3.8 No
Combined 64.3 60.7 63.7 667 | 69.9 93.9
Project Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Nolse Level 29.8 26.8 208 344 | 382 426
R6 L4 Ambilent Noise Level 64.3 60.7 63.7 66.7 | 69.9 83.8 No
Comblned 64.3 60.7 63.7 667 | 699 | 938
Projact Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 | 00 | 00
Rec. = Recslver Location; Meas. = Measurement Location -
Source: Urban Croasrcads, 2017.
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Table 7: Project Nighttime Nolse Level Contributions
Location | ' Noise Levels (dBA)
Leq Lo Lzs Le L2 Linias Threshold
| R?c. _ Maas_. I\ Type of NOIE | EAvg) | (0mins) | (8mine) | (Smins) | (1min) | (Anytime) Exceeded?
Project Noise Level 40.7 379 24.0 27.8 31.5 42.6
Ambient Noise Level 61.9 54.6 57.4 637 | 69.8 88.0
R1 L1 1 I No
Combined 61.9 54.7 57.4 637 | 69.8 88.0
Project Contribution 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Noise Levei ar2 34.4 22.3 26.4 30.1 30.7
Ambient Noise Level 574 53.7 56.0 58.9 62.3 81.2
R2 L2 1 T No
Combined 57.4 53.8 56.0 58.9 62.3 81.2
Project Contribution 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Noise Level 41.5 38.6 39.3 43.9 47.7 52.3
Ambient Noise Level 62.3 51.9 57.9 66.2 7.3 83.0
R3 L3 — 1 No
Combined 62.3 52.1 58.0 66.2 71.3 83.0
Project Contribution 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Noise Level 411 38.2 39.3 43.9 47.7 52.2
Ambient Nolse Level 62.3 51.9 57.9 66.2 713 | 830
R4 L3 1 —+——— No
Combined 62.3 52.1 58.0 66.2 713 | 830
Project Contribution | 0.0 02 0.1 0.0 00 | 00
Project Noise Level 27.4 246 14.1 18.4 221 30.4
Ambient Noise Level 61.5 57.4 59.2 61.8 65.7 93.7
R5 L4 1 T 1 No
Combined 81.5 57.4 59.2 61.9 65.7 93.7
_ Project Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Nolse Level 208 26.8 20.8 . 34.4 38.2 426
Amblent Nolse Level 61.6 57.4 502 | 619 85.7 93.7
R6 L4 — T — — No
Comblned . 615 57.4 59.2 61.9 65.7 | 93.7
Preject Contribution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 | 00
Rec. = Receiver Location; Meas. = Measurement Location
Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.
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The Community Noise Equivalent Level {(CNEL) is an adjusted average A-weighted sound level for a
24-hour day. It is calculated by adding a 5-dB adjustment to sound levels during evening hours
(7:00 PM to 10:00 PM) and a 10-dB adjustment to sound levels during nighttime hours (10:00 PM to
7:00 AM). These adjustments compensate for the increased sensitivity to noise during the typically
quieter evening and nighttime hours. The CNEL is used by the State of California and San Bernardino
County {County) to evaluate land use compatibility with regard to noise.

To quantify the project's operational traffic noise impacts on the surrounding areas, the changes in
traffic noise levels on roadway segments surrounding the project were calculated based on the
changes in the average daily traffic volumes. Table 8 summarizes the traffic noise levels without the
project and the additional project-related noise level increase. Existing and future noise levels at noise-
sensitive land uses already exceed the standard 65 dBA CNEL. Per County of San Bernardino
Development Code, Section 83.01.080(d), a significant impact would occur if the Project creates a
readily perceptible 1.5 dBA CNEL or greater project-related noise level increase Project-generated
traffic would increase noise levels along these roads by less than 0.5 dBA. As such. project-generated
traffic noise increases would be lower than the applicable thresholds of significance. Therefore, the
project-related noise impacts would be less than significant.

Table 8: Summary of Off-Site Project-Related Trafflc Nolse Levels

| CNEL at Adjacent Land Use
| T
‘ | Exlsting Opening Year 2018 Horizon Year 2040
{
| No Project No Project No Project
‘ ID | Road Segment Project | Addition Project | Addition Project | Addition | Impact?
1 | Alabama St, s/fo San 72.8 0.1 74.8 0.1 75.3 0.1 No
Bemardino Av
2 | San Bemardino Av, wio 73.2 0.2 75.9 0.2 76.6 0.1 No
Dwy 1
3 | San Bemardino Av, wio 73.2 0.2 76.0 0.1 76.6 0.1 No
Packinghouse Dwy
4 | San Bemardino Av, wio 72.8 0.2 5.7 0.1 76.3 0.1 No
Dwy 2
5 | San Bernardino Av, wio 728 04 75.7 0.2 76.3 0.1 No
Alabama St
6 | San Bemardino Av, slo 742 0.1 774 0.0 77.8 0.1 No
Alabama St
Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.
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Xll-e)

XII-)

Less Than Significant Impact. The peak construction noise levels at receiver locations are provided
in Table 9. The site preparation and grading phases of construction are expected to produce the
highest construction noige and vibration levels specifically due to work performed using dozers. The
unmitigated peak construction noise levels at potentially impacted receiver locations approach 62.9
dBA Leq, which is less than the noise level threshold of 85 dBA Leq used to evaluate potential project-
related construction noise level impacts. Therefore, the unmitigated noise impact due to project
construction Is considered less than significant.

Table 9: Construction Noise Level Compliance

Construction Nolse Levels (dBA Leq)
Receiver Location Peak Activity | Threshold Threshold Exceeded?
R1 62.9 85 No .
R2 . 60.9 85 No
R3 60.0 85 No
R4 59.2 [ 85 No
R5 44.8 85 No _
Ré 4.7 . 85 No

Less Than Significant Impact. The San Bemardino International Airport is located approximately
1.5 miles northwest of the project site. The County of San Bernardino General Plan Noise Element
noise contours for the airport were used to determine potential aircraft-related noise impacts on the
project site. The project site is located outside the 85 to 70 dBA CNEL noise contour of the airport.
The County of San Bernardino Development Code indicates that the exterior noise level standard for
“commercial” land use is 65 dBA CNEL. Because the project would not experience airport-related
noise levels greater than the 656 dBA CNEL standard, no airport-related noise sources affect the
project site or surrounding properties and no exterior or interiors noise mitigation is required.

No Impact. The project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are
required.
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Leas than
Potentially Significant
Stgrificant with Mitigation Lees than No
Imgaiict Irtntmomalotg Signticant Impagt
Xl POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either  [] O X O
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, O O O (|
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the [ O m X
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
SUBSTANTIATION:

Xlll-a) Less Than Significant Impact. The warehouse distribution center is currently planned as a "spec
building.” Therefore, the future tenants(s) of the building is not known and the future tenant, exact
number of future employees, or hours of operation cannot be determined. Therefore, this Initial Study
and associated technical reports use anticipated on-site employees, hours of operation, and vehicular
traffic generation based on the project’s proposed square footage and use as a warehouse distribution
center. This Initial Study and the associated technical reports have assumed uses and intensities
which may be greater than expected at buildout and operation, resulting in a possible overestimation
of impacts. Unemployment is currently 5.0 percent in the San Bemardino County; within the City of
Redlands, the unemployment rate Is 2.9 percent*, Given the need for jobs to meet existing population,
and the relatively small number of jobs created on a regional basis, this project is not likely to induce
substantial population growth. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not directly
or indirectly induce substantial population growth. Impacts would be less than significant.

Xilll-b) No Impact. There are no residences on the project site. Therefore, no impacts would oceur.

XHl-c) No Impact. The proposed project would not displace any land uses or persons from the property.

Therefors, no impacts would oceur.

No significant adverse Impacts are Identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are
required.

4 California Employment Development Department, Monthly Labor Force Data for Cities and Census Designated Places,
hitp://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/geography/mi-by-geography.html, accessed February 22, 2017.
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—— Less than
Potentially Significant
Significant with Mitigation Less than ey
Inpact Incorporated Bignificant impact

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacte associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered govemmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:

Fire Protection?
Police Protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other Public Facilities?

OO 0O0O0o0a0
O0O000
X X X X X
O O0O000

SUBSTANTIATION:

XIV-a) Less Than Signlificant Impact.
Fire Protection

The City of Redlands Fire Department provides fire protection and emergency services to the project
area, through a contractual agreement with the County of San Bernardino. Development of the
proposed project would place an additional demand on existing fire services. Consistent with
standard County requirements, to offset the increased demand for fire protection services, the
proposed project would be conditioned to provide fire safety and fire suppression, including
compliance with State and local fire codes, fire sprinklers, fire hydrant system, paved access, and
secondary access routes.

Police Protection

The City of Redlands Police Department provides police and emergency services to the project area,
through a contractual agreement with the County of San Bernardino. The proposed project’s
demand on police protection services is not expected fo be significant because of the nature of the
land use and limited number of employees. The project would not create the need to construct a
new police station or physically alter an existing station.

Schaols

The project is located within the Redlands Unified School District. The School District requires the
payment of school fees for various land uses including commercial/industrial development. The
applicable rate is $0.56 per square foot of commercialfindustrial development. Pursuant to the Leroy
F. Greene School Facllities Act of 1998 (Senate Bill 50), the payment of school impact fees
constitutes complete mitigation of any projectrelated impacts to schools services. Therefore, the
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payment of school impact fees would reduce the project’s impacts to school facilities to a less than
significant level.

Parks

The proposed project is a warehouse distribution center and does not include a residential
component. Therefore, the project would not generate population growth beyond what has been
anticipated resulting in an increased demand for or need for the construction of park facilities.
Additionally, impacts to existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities
generated by employees of the project would be minimal. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant.

Cther Public Facilities

Implementation of the project would not result in a direct increase in the population in the project
area and would not substantially increase the demand for public services, including public health
services and library services because of the nature of the proposed land use.

No significant adverse Impacts are identifled and no mitigation measures are required. The
project would be conditioned to comply with all applicable County of San Bernardino
regulations and conditions of approval.
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e B CElR Less than
Fotenttally Sipnificant
Slpnificant with Mitigation Less than No
= brgeet In=trporated Siznificant I &ct
XV.  RECREATION -
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood  [] O X M|
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the O O P O

construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

SUBSTANTIATION:

XV-a) Less Than Significant Impact. As previously addressed, the proposed project does not include a
residential component and would not generate population growth beyond what has been anticipated
for the County of San Bernardino and would therefore not create an increased demand for recreational
facilities. Additionally, impacts to existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities generated by employees of the project would be minimal. Therefore, impacts would be léss
than significant.

XV-b) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not include, nor does it require the
construction of expansion of recreational facilities because the warehouse distribution center uses of
the project would not result in a direct increased demand for recreational facilities. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.

No significant adverse impacts are Identifled or anticipated and no mitigation measures are
required.
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Leas than
Significant
Potentially with
Significant Miigation Less than Na
L o _ o. .| -5 = Impac: ingorporated  Sigrifieant  Impsci
XVL TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Would the project: - |
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy [ X O m
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance
of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized
travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways
and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management [} X | ]
program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?
¢) Result in a change in air traffic pattems, including eitheran  [] | OJ X
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., [ O X O
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? O O X [
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding ] O X O

public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

SUBSTANTIATION:

The San Bernardino Avenue Warehouse Traffic Impact Analysis (Traffic Impact Study) was prepared
by Urban Crossroads {August 29, 2017) to evaiuate potential traffic impacts. The Traffic Impact Study
is summarized below and is included in Appendix J to this Initial Study. The analysis evaluated traffic
conditions for the following scenarios:

=  Existing Conditions (2017)

=  Existing plus Project Conditions

=  Opening Year Cumulative (2018) Without Project
= Opening Year Cumulative (2018) With Project

»  Horizon Year (2040) Without Project

=  Horizon Year (2040) With Project




APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 59 of 78
Redlands Commerce Center

P201700142

March 2018

Traffic Study Area
The following traffic study area intersections are evaluated:

1. Driveway 1 at San Bernardino Avenue

2. Packinghouse Driveway at San Bernardino Avenue

3. Driveway 2 at San Bernardino Avenue (Future Intersection)
4. Alabama Street at San Bernardino Avenue

The intersection of Alabama Street at San Bernardino Avenue Is signalized. The intersections of San
Bernardino Avenue at Driveway 1, Packinghouse Driveway, and Driveway 2 are stop controlled.

The following traffic study area roadway segments are evaluated:

1. San Bemnardino Avenue west of Driveway 1

2. San Bernardino Avenue between Driveway 2 and Alabama Street
Levels of Service

Intersections

The San Bernardino County Traffic Impact Study (TIS) Guidelines require that an intersection analysis
be performed to identify the level of service (LOS) and delay. For signalized intersections, using the
Traffic Impact Study Guidelines, Table 10 provides the HCM 2010 level of service (LOS) thresholds
for signalized intersections. For signalized intersections, LOS is directly related to the average control
delay per vehicles and is correlated fo a LOS designation.

Table 10: Level of Service Criteria
for Signalized Intersections

LOS | Control Delay per Vehicle (siveh) |
A <10 |
B >10and <20
c > 20 and $35 |
D > 35 and = 55
E > 55 and < 80 =

. F > 80
Source: HCM, 2010.

For unsignalized Intersections, the LOS rating is based on the weighted average control delay
expressed in seconds per vehicle. At two-way or side-street stop-controlled intersections, LOS is
calculated for each controlled movement, the most critical LOS is the one that describes the
effectiveness of that intersection. For all-way stop-controlled intersections, LOS is computed for the
intersection as a whole. Table 11 provides the HCM 2010 levels of service criteria.
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Table 11: Level of Service Criteria
for Unsignalized Intersections
LOS Control Delay per Vehicle (s/veh) |
A =10
B > 10 and €15 .
c > 15 and 525 |
D >25and £ 35
E > 35 and < §0 .
F > 50 |
Source: HCM, 2010. |
Roadway Segments

Roadway segment operations were evaluated using the applicable average daily traffic (ADT)
roadway capacity values provided in the County of San Bernardino General Plan Circulation Element.
The LOS rating is based on the volume to capacity ratio. The roadway capacities utilized in the Traffic
Impact Study are considered estimates for planning purposes and are affected by such factors as
intersections, degree of access control, roadway grades, design geometrics, sight distance, vehicle
mix, and pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

Thresholds of Significance

The current significant impact threshold guidelines are based on the County of San Bernardino
General Plan Circulation Element. The County of San Bemardinc General Plan states that target LOS
D be maintained at County intersections and roadway segments wherever possible.

The CMP definition of deficiency is based on maintaining a LOS standard of LOS E or better, except
where on existing LOS F condition is identified in the CMP document.

Funding Sources

In addition to any project-specific mitigation requirements that may be imposed on a project, there are
Development Impact Fees (DIF) and fair share contribution programs that apply within the proposed
project’ traffic study area.

The County of San Bernardino has created its own local Development Impact Fee (DIF) program to
impose and collect fees from new residential, commercial and industrial development for the purpose
of funding roadways and intersections necessary to accommodate County growth as identified in the
County’s General Plan Circulation Element. The County's DIF includes a Regional Circulation System
Fee to comply with Measure “I' and a Local Circulation System Fee to address transportation
improvements which are locally significant. The fee schedule was updated in June 2014 and is
adjusted annually based upon changes in the construction cost index {CClI).

Improvements constructed by development may be eligible for a fee credit or reimbursement through
the program where appropriate (fo be determined at the County of San Bernardino’s discretion).

When off-site improvements are identified with a minor share of responsibility assigned to proposed
development, the approving jurisdiction may elect to collect a fair share contribution or require the
development to construct improvements.




APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 61 of 78
Redlands Commerce Center

P201700142

March 2018

Existing Conditlons

Intersection capacity analysis were conducted for the traffic study area intersections to determine the
existing intersection LOS based on existing intersection geometrics and the AM and PM peak hour
traffic volumes. Table 12 identifies existing traffic conditions at the traffic study area intersections.

Table 12: Existing Conditions — Intersection Capaclty Analysis

}‘ AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Trafflc — =

. Intersection | Control | Delay* | LOS® Delay® LOs"
. 1 | Dwy 1 at San Bemardino Ave Jl css | 141 | B 14.1 B

. 2 | Packinghouse Dwy at San Bemardino Ave | Css 18.4 Cc 18.7 C

. 3 | Dwy 2 at San Bemardino Ave® | = n/a n/a nfa n/a

| 4 | Alabama St at San Bemardino Ave | TS 26.0 c 24.1 Cc
Notes:

Bold and values indicate LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional requirements

CSES = Crose-Street Stop, TS = Traffic Signal

a. Delay — In seconds. Per the 2010 HCM, overall average intersection delay and LOS are gshown for Intersections with a traffic signal
or AWSC. For intersections with CSSC, the delay and LOS for the worst individual movement Is shown.

b. LOS — HCM 2010 Leval of Service

¢. Future Intersection

| Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

All the traffic study area intersections are currently operating at acceptable LOS (LOS D or better) for
AM and PM peak hours.

Roadway segment analysis were conducted for the traffic study area roadway segments to determine
the existing LOS based on existing geometrics and the average daily traffic volumes. Table 13
identifies existing traffic conditions at the fraffic study area roadway segments.

Table 13: Existing Conditions — Roadway Segment Analysls

Roadway =~ LOS
_ Roadway Section | Capaclty® | ADT® | ViC® | LOSH
| 1| San Bernardino Ave — west of Dwy 1 | au 18,000 12,177 | 0.68 B
|2|SanBemardinoAve—Dwy 2to AlabamaSt | 2U | 18000 | 11,158 | 062 | B

Notes:

Bold and values Indicate LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional requirernents
a. Capacities obtained from the County of San Bernardino's General Plan

b. ADT - Average Daily Traffic

¢. VICG — Volume to Capacity Ratlo

d. LOS - Level of Service

Souree: Urban Crossreads, 2017.

All the traffic study area roadway segments are currently operating at acceptable LOS (LOS D or
better).

Less Than Significant impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

Opening Year Cumulative (2018) Conditions

Opening Year Cumulative (2018) Without Project

(Vi-a/b) The Opening Year 2018 (without and with the project) scenarios assumes a two percent ambient

growth factor. Traffic volumes generated by cumulative development projects were also included. As
identified in Table 14, all study intersections under Opening Year Cumulative (2018) Conditions are
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expected to operate at acceptable conditions without the proposed project in both the AM and PM
peak hours except for the intersections of Driveway 1 at San Bernardino Avenue and Alabama Street
at San Bemnardino Avenue.

Table 14: Opening Year Cumulative (2018) Without Project
- Intersection Capacity Analysis

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Traffic
Intersection Control Delay® LOSP Delay® | LOSP
| 1 | Dwy 1 at San Bemardino Ave Css 19.2 c 38.2 E
| 2 | Packinohouse [wy at San Bemardino Ave CsSs 29.3 D 324 D
3 | Dwy 2 at S8an Bemardino Ave® n/a n/a n/a n/a
. 4 | Alabama St at San Bemardino Ave TS 64.2 E | 90.5 F
Notes:

Bold and values indicate LOS doss not meet the applicable |urisdictional requirements

CS8S = Croas-Street Stop, TS = Traffle Signal

. Delay - In seconds. Per the 2010 HCM, overall average intersection delay and LOS are shown for intersections with a traffic signat
or AWS. For Intersections with CSS, the delay and LOS for the worst Individual movement Is shown.

b. LOS - HCM 2010 Level of Service

€. Future Intersection

| Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

As identified in Table 15, all roadway segments are anticipated to operate at unacceptable conditions
without the proposed project for the AM and PM peak hours under Opening Year Cumulative (2018)

Conditions.
Table 15: Opening Year Cumulative (2018) Without Project
- Roadway Segment Analysis
P ~ | Roadway | LOS
Roadway Section | Capacity* | ADT® | VIC® | LOSH

1 | San Bemardino Ave — west of Dwy 1 | 2u | 18,000 22,7685 1.26 | F
2 | San Bernardino Ave — Dwy 2 o Alabama St | 20 18000 21,725 121 | F
Notee:

Bold and values Indicate LOS does not mest the applicable jurisdictional requirements
a. Capacities obtained from the County of San Bemardino’s General Plan

b. ADT — Average Dally Traffic

¢. VIC - Volume to Capaclity Ratio

d. LOS - Level of Service

Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

Project Trip Generation

Daily and peak hour trips were estimated for the proposed project. The trip generation factors for
Warehousing were obtained from the 9% Edition of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) trip
generation report. The percentage of trucks, by axie type, were obtained from the City of Fontana's
Truck Trip Generation Study. The Passenger Car Equivalent (PCE) factors are consistent with the
recommended PCE factors in Appendix B of the San Bemnardino County CMP 2016 Update. The
project trip generation estimates are shown in Table 16. The project is estimated to generate 891
PCE trips daily, with 75 PCE trips in the AM peak hour and 80 PCE trips in the PM peak hour.
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Table 18: Project Trip Generation

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour
Use Dally | In | Out [ Total | iIn | Out | Total
Warehouse (181.038 TSF?)
Passenger Cars: 541 36 9 46 12 36 49
Truck Trips:
2-axle: | 35 2 1 3 1 2 3
3-axle; | 83 4 1 5 1 4 6
4+-axle: | 252 17 4 21 6 17 23
Net Truck Trips (PCE® | 360 24 4] 29 8 24 31
Total Net Trips (PCE) | 891 60 15 75 20 60 80
Notes:
a. TSF = Thousand Square Feet
gh\ﬁ;r:gouae Vehicle Mix Source: City of Fontana Truck Trip Generation Study for LU 150, August 2003, PCE rates per
¢. Total Net Trips (PCE) = Passenger Cars + Net Truck Trips (PCE)
Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

Opening Year Cumulative (2018) With Project
Project trips were added to the Opening Year Cumulative (2018) traffic volumes to develop the
Opening Year Cumulative (2018) with project traffic volumes. The capacity of the intersections within
the project study area are identified in Table 17.

Table 17: Opening Year Cumulative (2018) with Project ~ Intersection Capacity Analysis

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour |
| e R -
‘ I Intersection | Control Delay* LOS® Delay* | LOS®
| 1 | Dwy 1 at San Benardino Ave Ccss 16.6 c 34.0 D
| 2 | Packinghouse Dwy at San Bernardino Ave CSS 19.2 C 32.8 D
| 3 | Dwy 2 at San Bernardino Ave* CcS8 204 C 33.4 D
| 4 | Alabama St at San Bemardino Ave S | 67.8 E 96.4 F

| Notes:
Bold and values Indicate LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional requirements
| a. Delay - In seconds. Per the 2010 HCM, overall average Intersection delay and LOS are shown for Intersections with a traffic signal
or AWSC. For intersections with CSSC, the delay and LOS for the worst Individual movement is shown.
b. LOS —HCM 2010 Level of Service
¢. Future intersection

Source: Urban Crosaroads, 2017.

The intersection analysis results indicate that the addition of Project traffic is not anticipated to result
in any additional LOS deficiencies from those previously identified under Opening Year Cumulative
(2018) Without Project traffic conditions. The deficiency at Driveway 1 and San Bernardino Avenue
is anticipated to improve with the implementation of the Project's site adjacentimprovements.

The intersection of Alabama Street and San Bernardino Avenue is forecasted to operate at LOS E in
the AM peak hour and LOS F in the PM peak hour with (Table 17) and without (Table 14) the proposed

project.
= #4 Alabama Street at San Bernardino Avenue. AM peak hour: LOS E. PM peak hour: LOS F
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The addition of project traffic results in additional delay incurring at the intersection. Based on the
County’s significance criteria, this is considered a significant impact. Mitigation measures are
identified in this Initial Study to mitigate the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts to a less than
significant level.

The results of the roadway segment analysis within the project study area are identified in Table 18.

Table 18: Opening Year Cumulative (2018) with Project
— Roadway Segment Analysis

Roadway LOS
_ Roadway _Section | Capacity” | ADT® | V/C* | LOSY
1 | San Bernardino Ave —west of Diwy 1 I 2U | 18,000 23,175 1.28| F
2 | San Bemardino Ave — Dwy 2 to Alabama St [ 2U 18,000 22207 | 1.23| F

Notes:

Bold and values Indicate LOS does not meet the applicable Jurisdictional requirements
a. Capacities obtained from the County of San Bernardino's General Plan

b. ADT — Average Dally Traffic

¢. VIC - Volume to Capacity Ratio

d. LOS - Level of Service

Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

San Bermardino Avenue between Driveway 1 and Alabama Stireet is forecasted to operate at LOS F
with (Table 18) and without (Table 15) the proposed project.

= #1, San Bernardino Avenue, west of Driveway 1. LOS F
= #2, San Bernardino Avenue, Driveway 2 to Alabama Street. LOS F
The addition of project traffic is considered a significant impact. Mitigation measures are identified in

this Initial Study to mitigate the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts to a less than significant
level.

Horizon Year (2040) Conditions

Horizon Year (2040) Without Project

The Horizon Year (2040) Condition includes traffic projections derived from the San Bernardino
Transportation Analysis Model. As identified in Table 19, intersections 1 and 4 are anticipated to
operate at an unacceptable LOS during one or both of the peak hours under Horizon Year (2040)

without the project.
Table 19: Horizon Year (2040) Without Project — Intersection Capacity Analysis
ek L 1 AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Traffic [
) Intersection Control Delay* LOSY Delay® LOS®
1 | Dwy 1 at San Bemnardino Ave* CcsSs | 155 | C 44.4 E
2 | Packinghouse Dwy at San Bemardino Ave® C8s 203 c 270 D
3 | Dwy 2 at 8an Bemardino Ave©* Css na | nla nfa n'a
4 | Alabama St at San Bemardino Ave TS 60.4 E 100.4 F
Notes:
Bold and values Indicate LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional raquirements
a. Dalay - In seconds. Per the 2010 HCM, overall average Intersaction delay and LOS are shown for Intarsections with a traffic signal
or AWSC., For Intersections with CSSC, the delay and LOS for the worst Individual movement Is shown.

b. LOS — HCM 2010 Level of Service
¢. Future Intersection
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d. Assumes ultimate Ianasﬁg San Bamardino Avenue.
Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

As identified in Table 20, all roadway segments are anticipated to operate at unacceptable
conditions without the proposed project during the AM and PM peak hours.

Table 20: Horizon Year (2040) Without Project — Roadway Segment Analysis

‘ Roadway ‘ LOS

Roadway s«:tlon Capaclty® | ADT* | VIC® | LOSH
1 | San Bemardino Ave — west of Dwy 1 | 18000 | 26,746 149 | F
2 | San Bemardino Ave — Dwy 2 to Alabama St | 2u | 18000 [25481 142 | F

Notes:

Bold and values Indicate LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional requiremants
a. Capacities obtained from the County of San Bernardino’s General Plan

b. ADT = Average Daily Trafflc

¢. V/C - Volume to Capacity Ratio

d. LOS - Leval of Service

Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.

Horizon Year (2040) With Project

To determine potential project impacts, project trips were added to Horizon Year (2040) traffic
volumes. As identified in Table 21, the intersections listed below are forecasted to operate at LOS E
or LOS F with and without the proposed project. The addition of project traffic results in additional
delay incurring at the intersections which are considered significant impacts. Mitigation measures are
identified in this Initial Study to mitigate the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts to a less than
significant level.

= 31, Driveway 1 at San Bemardino Avenue. PM peak hour: LOS F
= 4, Alabama Street at San Bernardino Avenue. AM peak hour: LOS E. PM peak hour: LOS F

Table 21: Horizon Year (2040) wlth Project — Intersection Capacity Analysis

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour
Traffic
_ Intersection Control Delay" Los" Delay* = LOSP
' 1 | Dwy 1 at San Bernardino Ave CSSs 17.7 c 584 F
2 | Packinghouse Dwy at San Bemardino Ave CSS 21.0 Cc 304 | D
3 | Dwy 2 at San Bemardino Ave® Css 23.6 Cc 29  C
| 4 | Alabama $t at San Bemardino Ave TS 81.0 E 103.6 F |
Notes:

Bold and values indicate LOS does not meet the applicabie jurisdictional requirements

8. Delay - In seconds. Per the 2010 HCM, overall average Intersection delay and LOS are shown for Intersections with a traffic signal
or AWSC. For intersections with CSSC, the delay and LOS for the worst individual movement is shown.

b. LOS — HCM 2010 Level of Service

¢. Future Intersection

Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017,

As identified in Table 22, San Bernardino Avenue between Driveway 1 and Alabama Street is
forecasted to operate at LOS F with and without the proposed project. The addition of project traffic
is considered a significant impact. Mitigation measures are identified in this Initial Study to mitigate
the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts to a less than significant level.

» #1, San Bernardino Avenue, west of Driveway 1. LOS F
= #2, San Bernardino Avenue, Driveway 2 toc Alabama Street. LOS F
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Table 22: Horizon Year (2040) with Project — Roadway Segment Analysls
i Roadway | LOS '
Roadway | Saction | Capaclty* | ADT® | V/C® | LOSY
1 | San Bemardino Ave —waest of Dwy 1 | 2U | 18,000 | 26,746  1.49 F
2 | San Bernardino Ave — Dwy 2 to Alabama St 20 | 18000 25481 142 | F
Notes:
Bold end values Indicate LOS does not meet the applicable jurisdictional reguirements
a. Capaclifes obtalned from the County of San Bernardino’s General Plan
b. ADT - Average Dally Traffic
¢. V/C — Volume fo Capacity Ratlo
d. LOS ~ Level of Service
Source: Urban Crossroads, 2017.
XVI-c) No Impact. San Bernardino International Airport is approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the project

XVi-d)

XVi-e)

XVI)

site. However, the proposed project would be consistent with the surrounding area because
Neighboring uses are currently developed as and zoned for commercial and industrial uses. The
construction and operation of the project would not require an increase in the frequency of air traffic
or alter air traffic patterns. The County would review the project for compliance with the requirements
and limitations of the overlay zone. Additionally, the project would be reviewed by the San Bernardino
International Airport Authority prior to the issuance of permits. No impacts would occur.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project includes two driveways on San Bernardino
Avenue. The locations of the proposed driveways are based on consultation with Southern California
Edison (SCE) due to existing power poles and other utility constraints that limit the relocation of the
proposed driveways All driveway and road improvements would be implemented consistent with
County design standards. The proposed project would not substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature or incompatible use because the project site is adjacent to an established road that is
accessed at points with good site distance and properly controlled intersections.

Less Than Significant Impact. Ingress/egress and access through the project site would provide for
emergency access in compliance with County requirements. No significant impacte are anticipated.

Less Than Significant Impact.
Transit

Omnitrans provides transit services with study area. The study area is served by Bus Route 15, which
travels along San Bemardino Avenue east of Alabama Street and along Alabama Street south of San
Bemardino Avenue. These fransit routes do not currently serve the project area. Improvements,
including the installation of a third eastbound, northbound, and southbound through lane and the
restriping of the westbound approach, are proposed at the intersection of San Bernardino Avenue and
Alabama Street. Construction impacts as a result of these improvements would be temporary in nature
and would not result in a significant impact to ongoing transit operations. The project could potentially
result in an increased use of the public transportation system. However, this increase would not be
substantial and could be accommodated by the existing Omnitrans system. Therefore, the project is
not anticipated to impact the effectiveness or performance of existing transit systems. Impacts would
be less than significant.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

The project would not significantly impact the effectiveness or performance of existing pedestrian or
bicycle facilities.
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Possible significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and the following
mitigation measures are required as conditions of project approval to reduce these impacts to
a level below signlificant. Additionally, the project would be conditioned to comply with all
applicable County of San Bernardino regulations and conditions of approval.

MM#  Mitigation Measures

Project Mitigation

xvi-1 Reaglonal Transportation Fee. This project falls within the Reglonal Transporiation Development
Mitigation Fee Plan Area for the Redlands Donut Hole Subarea. The Regional Transportation
Development Mitigation Plan Fee (Plan Fee)} shall be paid by a cashier's check to the Land Use
Services Depariment. The Plan Fee shall be computed in accordance with the Plan Fee Schedule in
effect as of the date that the building plans are submitied and the building permit is applied for. The
Pian Fee is subject to change periodically. Currently, the fee is $ 2,41 per square foot for
Industrial Use. which includes the 190,086 8q. fi. building per the site plan dated _ June 29
2017.

Therefore, the estimated Regional Transportation Fees for the Project is § 458,.107.28 . The current
Regional Transportation Development Mitigation Plan can be found at the following website:
hitp.//cms.sbcounty. gov/dpw/Transportation/TransporlationPlanning.aspx

The Applicant shall be responsible for the construction of all site-adjacent roadway improvements:

XVI-2  san Bernardino Avenue; Prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit from the County of San
Bernardino, San Bernardino, between the Project’s western and eastern boundaries shall be
constructed to its ultimate half-section width as a Major Arlerial Highway (104-foot right-of-way),
consistent with the circulation recommendations found in the County of San Bernardino General Plan.
The roadway cross-section is proposed to include three travel lanes in each direction and a sidewalk
in each direction.

XVi-3 The Applicant shall be responsible for the construction of all site access point improvements:

San Bernardino Avenue at Driveway 1: Construct project driveway. Restripe the intersection to
provide northbound right-in-right-out access only. Construct a second eastbound through lane.
Restripe the eastbound right-turn lane as an eastbound shared through-right-turn lane. Construct the
second and third westbound through lanes (per San Bernardino Avenue improvement).

San Bernardino Avenue at Packinghouse Driveway: Construct a westbound left-turn lane and the
second and third westbound through lanes (per San Bernardino Avenue improvement).

XVi-4 San Bernardino Avenue at Alabama Street: Construct a third eastbound through lane and restripe
to provide two westbound through lanes and a westbound shared through-right-furn lane. The
improvements are to be installed as other area projects develop as determined by the County.

Cumulative Improvements: 2040 Mitigation Requirements

XVI-5 San Bernardino Avenue at Packinghouse Driveway: Construct a second eastbound through lane
and restripe the right-turn lane as an eastbound shared through-right-turn lane. The improvements
are to be installed as other area projects develop as determined by the County. The Applicant shall
pay a fair share contribution for the intersection improvements.




APN: 0292-151-21 INITIAL STUDY Page 68 of 78
Redlands Commerce Center

P201700142
March 2018

XVI-6  San Bernardino Avenuse at Alabama Street: Construct a third northbound through lane and a third
southbound through lane. Restripe to provide two westbound through lanes and a westbound shared
through-right turn lane and a second southbound left turn lane. The improvements are to be installed
as other area projects develop as determined by the County.
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Less than
Potentially Significant
Significant with Mitigation Less than No
— Imgact Incoporated 8lgniicant Imzact
XVIl. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES- Would the project:

b)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of  [] ] X ]
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical

resources as defined in Public Resources Code section

5020.1(k), or

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion O O X O
and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant

pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public

Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set

forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of

the resource to a California Native American tribe.

SUBSTANTIATION:

Xvil-a) Less Than Significant Impact. A Cultural Resource Study Findings Memo was prepared by ASM

Affiliates in February 2017 for the proposed project and is provided as Appendix D. The Findings Memo
concluded that the project area does not contain any tribal cultural resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k). The site specific pedestrian survey of the proposed project area did
not identify any extant historic tribal cultural resources and the proposed project site lacked the potential
for inclusion on the California Register of Historical Resources or a local register. As such, potential
impacts on historic tribal cultural resources are considered less than significant.

The NAHC search of the SLF determined that Native American cultural resources are not known to
be present within the project site. However, the absence of specific site information in the SLF does
not indicate the absence of Native American cultural resources within the proposed project site.

In accordance with Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52}, which added various provisions to the California Public
Resources Code (PRC) that concern Tribal Cultural Resources, including Section 21080.3.1(d), the
County has contacted the following tribes requesting to be notified of proposed projects.

= Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians

= Morongo Band of Mission Indians

=  San Manuel Band of Mission Indians

= Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians

The County received one response letter, from the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians dated
December 11, 2017. The response letter requested that the proposed Project provide additional
assurances regarding the potential for tribal cultural resource discoveries due to Project activities.
Mitigation Measures V-1 through V-3 have been included in the Initial Study and would reduce
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potential impacts resulting from a discovery of Tribal cultural resources to a level considered less than
significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. The Cultural Resource Study Findings Memo prepared for the proposed
project found that the proposed project site does not contain any known historic tribal cultural resources.
Impacts are less than significant and no mitigation is required.

XVII-b)

No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.
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Less than
Potentially Significant
Signifioant with Mitigation Leas than L
Imgact Incorporated Significant Imgiict

XViIl. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the  [] O X O
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or O O X ]
wastewater freatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water  [] O X i
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project O O X |
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment [ O X O
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand
in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill(s) with sufficient permitted capacityto [ Ol X O
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations ] O X Ol
related to solid waste’?

SUBSTANTIATION:

XVIll-a) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region, as determined by
County Public Health - Environmental Health Services. The project would connect to an existing sewer
main in San Bernardino Avenue.

City of Redlands Municipal Utilities Department owns and operates a sewer collection system and the
Redlands Wastewater Treatment Facility, which can treat 7.2 million gallons per day (MGD) of
wastewater for industrial and irrigation purposes, including supplying water to the Southern California
Edison Mountainview Power Plant.

XVIll-b) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not require or resuit in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities as there is sufficient
capacity in the existing system for the proposed use. The project will include installation of an 8" ductile
iron pipe non-potable water main across property frontage and connect to existing water mains in San
Bemnardino Avenue. It is not anticipated that the addition of 8.5-acre commercial site would adversely
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XVlll-c)

XVIii-d)

XViil-e)

XVIII-f)

XVIli-g)

impact pipelines or water supply demand or require additional water or wastewater facilities within the
City of Redlands Municipal Utilities Department.

Less Than Significant impact. The proposed project would not require or result in the construction
of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilittes that cause significant
environmental effects. The proposed project would use a drainage collection system that would
collect the storm water runoff in an underground infiltration basin. The infiltration basin has been
designed and sized to accept storm water flows generated by improvements on the project site.

Flows into the infiltration basin would be retained and storm water would percolate into the
groundwater basin. Any additional flows from the site would be conveyed to the existing off-site
municipal storm drain. Therefore, the drainage design of the project would ensure than on-site and
off-site impacts are reduced. All necessary drainage improvements on-site and off-site are required
as conditions of construction of the project. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources. City of Redlands Municipal Utilities
Department has identified that it has adequate water service capacity to serve the projected demand
for the project, in addition to the Water District's existing commitments. The Water District has issued
a will serve letter for the provision of potable water.

Less Than Significant impact. As previously addressed, the proposed project would connect to the
City of Redlands Municipa! Utilities Department for sewer.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is served by the Mid-Valley Landfill which has
sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is required to comply with federal, State, and
local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. The project would consist of short-term
construction activities (with short-term waste generation limited to minor quantities of construction
debris) and therefore would not result in long-term solid waste generation. Solid waste produced
during the construction phase of this project or during future operational activity would be disposed
of in accordance with all applicable statues and regulations. Accordingly, no significant impacts
related to landfill capacity are anticipated from the proposed project.

No significant adverse impacts are identifled or anticlpated and no mitigation measures are
required. The project would be conditioned to comply with all applicable City of Redlands
regulations and conditions of approval.
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Lese than
Significant
Potentlally with,
Significant Mitigation Less than No
Friact Incurorated Significant impact

XX, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of [ H X O

the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but ~ [] O X O
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewad in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

¢) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause [ ] 1 X 0
Substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly
Or indirectly?

SUBSTANTIATION:

XIX-a) Less Than Significant Impact. The project does not have the potential to significantly degrade the
overall quality of the region's environment, or substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population or drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory.
There are no rare or endangered species or other species of plants or animals or habitat identified
by the Biological Resources Report (Rocks Biological Consulting, 2017) as being significantly and
negatively impacted by this project. There are no known historic or prehistoric resources on this site.
If any archaeological or paleontological resources are identified during construction the project, the
project is conditioned to stop and identify appropriate authorities, who properly record and/or remove
for classification any such finds.

XIX-b) Less Than Significant Impact. The project does not have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable. The sites of projects in the area to which this project would add
cumulative impacts have either existing or planned infrastructure that is sufficient for all planned
uses. These sites either are occupied or are capable of absorbing such uses without generating any
cumulatively significant impacts.

XIX-¢c) Less Than Significant Impact. The project would not have environmental effects that would cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, as there are no such
impacts identified by the studies conducted for this project or identified by review of other sources
or by other agencies. Only minor increases in fraffic, emissions and noise would be created by
implementation of the proposed project. These potential impacts have been evaluated and have
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been deemed to be neither individually significant nor cumulatively considerable in terms of any
adverse impact upon the region, the local community or its inhabitants. At a minimum, the project
would be required to meet the conditions of approval for the project to be implemented. It is
anticipated that all such conditions of approval would further insure that no potential for adverse
impacts would be introduced by construction activities, initial or future land uses authorized by the
project approval.
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XX. MITIGATION MEASURES

(Any mitigation measures, which are not self-monitoring shall have a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program prepared and adopted at time of project approval)

SELF MONITORING MITIGATION MEASURES: (Condition compliance will be verified by existing procedure)

Mitigation Measures

V-1

v-2

V-2

Burrowing Owl Pre-Construction Survey: A qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction
presence/absence survey for burrowing owls within 30 days prior to site disturbance. If burrowing owis
are detected on site, then a plan for exclusion or avoidance shall be made in coordination with CDFW.
If the survey is negative, the project may proceed without further restrictions related to burrowing owls.
[Mitigation Measure V-1] Prior to Grading Permits/Planning

Nesting Bird Survey: Vegetation clearing and ground disturbing activities should be conducted
outside of the nesting season (January 15 to August 31). If avoidance of the nesting season is not
feasible, then a qualified biologist shall conduct a nesting bird survey within three days prior to any
disturbance of the site, including disking, demolition activities, and grading. If active nests are
identified, the biologist shall establish suitable buffers around the nests depending on the level of
activity within the buffer and species detected, and the buffer areas shall be avoided until the nesits
are no longer occupied and the juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests. Raplor
species shall have an avoidance buffer of 500 feet and other bird species shall have an avoidance
buffer of 300 feet. These buffers may be reduced in consultation with the CDFW. [Mitigation Measure
IV-2] Prior to Grading Permits/Planning '

Cultural Resources Monitoring: If human remains or funerary objects are encountered during any
activities associated with the project, work in the immediate vicinity (within a 100-foot buffer of the
find) shall cease and the County Coroner shall be contacted pursuant to State Health and Safely Code
§7050.5 and that code enforced for the duration of the project. [Mitigation Measure V-1] During
Grading

In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered during project activities, all work
in the immediate vicinity of the find (within a 60-foot buffer) shall cease and a qualified archasologist
meeting Secretary of Interior standards shall be hired to assess the find. Work on the other portions
of the project outside of the buffered area may continue during this assessment period. Additionally,
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians will be contacted if any such find occurs and be provided
information and permitted/invited to perform a site visit when the archaeologist makes his/her
assessment, so as to provide Tribal input. [Mitigation Measure V-2] During Grading

If significant Native American historical resources, as defined by CEQA (as amended, 2015), are
discovered and avoidance cannot be ensured, an SOl-qualified archaeologist shall be retained to
develop a cultural resources Treatment Plan, as well as a Discovery and Monitoring Plan, the drafts
of which shall be provided to San Manuel Band of Mission Indians for review and comment.

a. All in-field investigations, assessments, and/or data recovery enacted pursuant to the
finalized Treatment Plan shall be monitored by a San Manuel Band of Mission Indians Tribal
Participant(s).

b. The Lead Agency and/or applicant shall, in good faith, consult with San Manuel Band of
Mission Indians on the disposition and treatment of any artifacts or other cultural materials
encountered during the project.
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XViI-1

XVi-2

XVI-3

XVi-4

XVI-5

XVi-6

[Mitigation Measure V-3] During Grading

Project Mitigation
Regional Transporiation Fee. This profect falls within the Regional Transportation Development

Mitigation Fee Plan Area for the Redlands Donut Hole Subarea. The Regional Transportation
Development Mitigation Plan Fee (Plan Fee) shall be paid by a cashier's check to the Land Use
Services Department. The Plan Fee shall be computed in accordance with the Plan Fee Schedule in
effect as of the date that the building plans are submitted and the building permit is applied for. The
Plan Fee is subject to change periodically. Currently, the fee is § 2.41 per square foot for
Indusirial Use which includes the _180.086 sq. ft. building per the site plan dated __ June 29
2017.

Therefore, the estimated Regional Transportation Fees for the Project is $_458,107.28 . The current
Reglonal Transportation Development Mitigation Plan can be found at the following website:
hitp://ems.sbcounty. gov/dpw/Transportation/TransportationPlanning.aspx

The Applicant shall be responsible for the construction of all site-adjacent roadway improvements:

San Bernardino Avenue: Prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit from the County of San
Bernardino, San Bernardino, between the project's western and eastem boundaries shall be
constructed to its ultimate half-section width as a Major Arterial Highway (104-foot right-of-way),
consistent with the circulation recommendations found in the County of San Bernardino General Plan.
The roadway cross-section is proposed to include three travel lanes in each direction and a sidewalk
in each direction.

The Applicant shall be responsible for the construction of all site access point improvements:

San Bernardino Avenue at Driveway 1: Construct profect driveway. Restripe the intersection to
provide northbound right-in-right-out access only. Construct a second eastbound through lane.
Restripe the eastbound right-turn lane as an eastbound shared through-right-turn lane. Construct the
second and third westbound through lanes (per San Bernardino Avenue improvement).

San Bernardino Avenue at Packinghouse Driveway: Construct a westbound lefi-turn lane and
the second and third westbound through lanes (per San Bernardino Avenue improvement).

San Bernardino Avenue at Alabama Street: Construct a third eastbound through lane and restripe
fo provide two westbound through lanes and a westbound shared through-right-turn lane. The
improvements are to be installed as other area projects develop as determined by the County.

Cumulative Improvements: 2040 Mitigation Requirements

San Bernardino Avenue at Packinghouse Driveway: Construct a second eastbound through lane
and restripe the right-turn lane as an eastbound shared through-right-turn lane. The improvements
are fo be installed as other area projects develop as determined by the County. The Applicant shall
pay a fair share contribution for the intersection improvements.

San Bernardino Avenue at Alabama Street: Construct a third northbound through lane and a third
southbound through lane. Restripe to provide two westbound through lanes and a westbound shared
through-right turn lane and a second southbound left turn fane. The improvements are to be installed
as other area projects develop as determined by the County.
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